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M t 8 T R Y 

OF THE 

J*RbcEBDlNGS and Debates 

' Of the FIFTtt SESSION of the 

HOtriSE OF COMMONS 

bfr THfe 

Fburtefenth Parliaineiitof Grmt Brifain. 

February 23, 1779. 

MR. FOX made the following motioil, ^^ Tliat an htim- 
ble address bcJ presented to his Majesty, that* he will be " 
graciously pleased to give directions that there be laid before 
this House, copies oi' extracts of all letters received fay any of his 
Majesty's ministers, or the lords commissioners of the admiral- 
ty, containing any intelligence Mative to the equipment, 
number, and force of the fleet that sailed from Brest, under 
the command of Mons. D'Orvilliers, in July last." He 
would not, he said, e«ter into the whole of the enquiry 
this motion was intended to product, but he would so far ex- 
plain the expediency of it, that ministry, if they mean to re- 
fuse the papers, might assign reasons for such refusal. His 
reafeons for desiring these papers were, to know if the ministry . 
had iany "intelligeflce of the rorce of the French fleet in Brest 
water, when they first sent Admiral Keppel out with only 
twenty ships of the line. If they did not know it, they were 
guilty of the grossest ignorance; for there were many channels 
open to obtain information. If they did know it, they 
were culpable iii the highest degree for sending out that brave 
admiral with so unequal a force 5 that if he liad not provi- 
dentially taken the Pallas and the Licorne, and thereby disco- 
vered that the French had thirty-three ships of the line, the 
British fleet and their gallant commatider, might have fallen a 
sacrifice. He wished to know what grounds of defence ad- 
ministration meant to take on the day of enquiry, which 
must come, and could not be evaded, as the salvation of this 
Vol. XI. B coMxvtc^^ 
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country depended upon it. He wished to bring them to a 
point ; would they avow that they had no intelligence, and 
confirm the opinion long entertained by all unprejudiced peo- 
ple, that they are incapable of managing the affairs of a 
great empire ? If they meant to say, they had intelligence, 
how came it that, after the boasted declaration of the first 
lord of the admiralty in the: other House of ParUament, and 
of his colleagues in this, Admiral Keppel found only six ships 
of the line completely ready when he went first to Ports- 
mouth to take the command ; afterwards fourteen j in all 
twenty, with which he was to face an enemy with thirty- 
two ; after declarations from the admiralty at the beginning 
of the last session, that we had thirty-four ships of the line 
completely manned, ready to put to sea, and in a fortnight 
after should have forty-two ? If they were ignorant, as he 
really believed, of the French force, it appe^ed to him very 
extraordinary that when Admiral Keppel, with a prudence and 
discretion which did him as much honour as any action of 
his life, returned into port for a reinforcement, and wrote to 
the admiralty that he had discovered the real strength of the 
French, that board never expressed any approbation of this 
conduct at so critical a juncture, though it had been the 
means of saving the British fleet, and perhaps this country 
from invasion. He was «orry to observe, that at this very 
hour, though the whole nation were sensible of his distin- 
guished services, he had received no token of approbation 
from his royal master, nor had Sir Hugh Palliser received any 
mark of the King's displeasure. 

Lord North opposed it in a short speech ; his chief objec- 
tion being, that exposing intelligence received by govern- 
ment at all times, even at a distant period after the events, 
would be imprbper ; but so soon as the potion aimed at, 
might be very prejudicial to this country and to individuals ; 
it might do much harm, and could not do any good. As to 
the admiral's conduct in returning into port, under the cir- 
cumstances mentioned, he had not the least doubt of the 
prudence and discretion of the measure ; and if the admiralty 
did nojt express approbation, he was certain nobody ever 
thought there was any blal^me. 

Mr. ToHJunshend sdXd^ that artifices were made use of to stop 
all enquiry into the conduct of ministers ; they equivocated ; 
one year they grant papers relative to the Toulon fleet, the 
next they deny it, under similar circumstances, with respect 
to the Brest fleet. The nation, however, now called for an 

enquiry 
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an enquiiy so loudly and so generally, that it could hot be 
denied by any but the dependants of administration. 

Admiral Keppel rose, and desired the House to take notice, 
that whatever was ,the design or the event of the motion made 
by his honourable relation [Mr. Fox], he had no part in it. 
He had always acted according to the dictates of his con- 
science, with an honest heart ; he feared no man, nor did hie 
blame any. He desired he might not be charged with be- 
traying any secrets of government, or the department of ad- 
ministration under which he ser\'ed j he knew what belonged 
to secret instructions ; and he never revealed to any of his 
fleet what were the discoveries he had made from the papers 
of the Pallas or the Licorne j nor at any time his instructions. 
He was therefore at a loss to know the reason of his being 
treated with coldness by the admiralty, or that he had not 
received any marks of the royal favour since his acquittal. 
One thing he must mention, which he thought singular, hut 
he would not censure. In the official letter sent to him from 
the admiralty board, after his trial, restoring him to his Hag 
and rank, that part of the sentence which reflects the liighcst 
honour on him is left out, viz. " that so far from having tar- 
nished the glory of tlie British flag, he had behaved as became 
a judicious brave ofiicer." They likewise omitted the words 
*' malicious and ill-grounded charges," and that the acquit- 
tal was " unanimous." The admiral added, I have received 
the thanks of my coimtry, of both Houses of Parliament, 
perhaps more than my best services merited ; but these tokens 
of approbation will bear me up, and carry me through my 
duty for the remainder of my life : having my king to please, 
my country to serve, and the good opinion my fellow citizens 
have of me to preserve, all I can say is, that my life is at 
their service, but my honour I must take care of myself. 

Lord Mu/grave, in reply, said, that the letter from the ad- 
miralty which the honourable admiral complained of, was a 
mere oflicial order; that there was no idea of shewing the 
honourable admiral the least coolness ; the only idea was to 
take off the suspension the first moment they knew of the 
sentence : That he was at the board when it was .drawn up ; 
that it was sent in the common manner : and that the ho* 
nourable admiral might be well assured he would never have 
given his consent to any letter meant to appear as a cold letter 
to Admiral Keppel, or that should seem to convey either a 
want of joy on bis acquittal) or a want of rtlpect to his 
person. -» 

B2 Colonel 
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Colonel Barrey who had the letter in his hand, read it, 
and thought the House would see in it a great coolness in- 
deed. He declared he had heard that Vice Admiral Palliser, 
so far from meeting with disapprobation for his conduct on 
the 27th and 28th of July, had been applauded. 

Admiral Keppel again rose, and declared, that whether 
the letter he had received, and which took ojff his suspension, 
was or was not meant as a cold letter, he certainly felt it to 
be a cold letter. The noble Lord had said, nothing had been 
done but what was common ; he begged leave to say, that the 
whole of his case was extremely uncommon. When he 
Was upon his trial, a great many questions were suggested to 
him as proper to be put by him 5 but he disdained putting 
any that might be imputed to dirty mean motives; that 
among others, he had information that a letter had been sent 
to Captain Bazeley by Sir Hugh Palliser, (and begged par- 
don for using the name, he never would mention it again as 
long as he lived,) declaring that the King had expressly thank- 
ed him for the conduct of the blue sq\iadron on the 27th ci 
July, and desired that his thanks might be communicated to 
the officers of that division. The admiral said, he made 
no use of the information upon his trial, he was above it. 
The noble Lord had talked of his joy upon his acquittal. 
He begged the noble Lord to consider always, that he sepa- 
t^ted his professional from his official character. In the for- 
mer, he knew no man more respectable, or who, in the 
command of a ship, would behave more honourably. The 
admiral repeated his gratitude to the public, and said he was 
aware he now stood in a very ticklish situation, as the least ill 
conduct, or false step, would be attended with much worse 
consequences in him than in any other officer. 

The House divided, when the numbers were, for the motion 
97; against it 1S4?. 

February 24. 

Mr. Burke said, that he thought it extremely Improper to 
go into a committee of supply and ways and means, till the 
whole of the intended supply and ways and means were be- 
fore the House^ For instance, the army extraordinaries, 
which, by what he could learn, formed a very considerable 
part of the supply of the present year, was not yet delivered 
in. To talk, or pretend, therefone, to open a budget, with- 
t)ut having die whole of the debt and credit side of the ac- 
count under the inspection <if those who were to pass it, was 
improper, unprecedented, and delusive, and tended to impose 

equally 
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equally on that House and the public, and those vrho had 
agreed to lend their money. Till he heard some very cogent 
reasons therefore offered by the noble Lord in the bhie rib- 
bon, he should continue to resist any motion for the Speaker's 
leaving the chair. ' 

Lord North replied, that m times of peace, and when large 
sums were not wanted, the usage had been such as described 
by the honourable gentleman, that is, taking the whole of 
the ways and means and supply together ; but in times of 
war, and particularly the late war, the custom had been 
otherwise. 

Mr. Burke said, he had not searched the Journals of the last 
war. It was uniformly the practice, even since the com- 
mencement of the American war, foi* which he appealed to 
the House, and the deviation from it last year did not apply ; 
for, though the extraordinaries were not voted, the account of 
them was upon the table for several days. The account was 
presented on the 2d of March last, and the budget was not 
opened till the ninth. It might seem to be a matter of no great 
consequence, whether the extraordinaries were or were not 
included, because whenever they should be presented they 
would be voted granted. That was not his objection j it was 
this, by holding back the extraordinaries, and tbe increase of 
the navy-debt during the last year, the people would not be 
acquainted with the real expence of the campaign. 

Mr. D. Hartley said, he understood the increase of the navy^ 
debt amounted to two millions and between two and three 
hundred thousand pounds, and he presumed the extraordina- 
ries of the army were enormous. It was therefore in vain to 
keep these circumstances from the public «ye, or think of pre- 
venting the securities from coming into market in spme ne- 
gotiable shape or other. He had heard that the noble Lord 
had pledged himself to those who engaged for the loan, not 
to issue any farther negotiable securities, till after a certain 
day, at some months distance. 

Lord JVWA acknowledged, that he believed the navy-debt 
was considerably increased. He did not know what the exact 
account of that increase was ; but, from the very expensive 
and vigorous naval exertions of the last year, he had a right 
to presume it was very considerable. The army extraordi- 
naries, tho* he had not an accurate account of them, amount* 
pdy he understood, to two millions and twenty-six thou^ 
sand pounds. Those he did not mean to include in the ac- 
i:ount of the supply of this day j but it would be understood, 
however, fhat they were to be ipToV\^^lot \\x^^«k»r. \ssm^ 
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ner us if they had. The same method he proposed to adopt in 
stating other particulars, to take them by guess ; the differ* 
ence would not prove a great deal, they might be more, 
tjiey might be less. 

As to issuing further negotiable securities, he confessed it 
was part of the agreement with the gentlemen who engaged 
for the loan, that he should not, till after Michaelmas, ne- 
gociate or issue any. It was a condition they steadily adhered 
to, and to which he was obliged to submit. His I^ordship 
s^id> th^t the present state of the public accounts was not to 
include the whole of what was meant by the cant word bud- 
g(£t, but only to apart of it. 

. His Lordship then proceeded to state the debtor and cre- 
' ditor side of his account, and made the whole amount to up- 
wards of fifteen millions ; navy, army, and ordnance eight 
.millions 5 army extraordinaries two millions ; navy debt two 
ipillions ; a million vote of credit, and about a million miscel- 
laneous services. To balance this, there would be seven mil- 
lions loan ; two millions sinking fund 5 two millions seven 
htmdred thousand pounds land and malt tax; one million five 
hundred thousand pounds Exchequer bills ; one million new 
vote of credit ; and about twelve hundred thousand pounds ne- 
gotiable securities, to be issued subsequent to 29th Sept. 1779. 
1^13 Lordship next expressed the very great difficulty he 
-had been vmder in negotiating a loan, owing to the very 
high terms, according to his opinion, that had been insisted 
upon by the monied people, which had obliged him twice 
to break off all manner of correspondence on the occasion. 
In conjxequence of this, the persons with whom he had been 
treating had stood forth in defence of 'the reasonable propo- 
sals they h^d demanded^ and with which they were agree- 
3ible to close with government, when it should be found that 
more eligible ones were iiGt to he met with, which- they 
trusted would most undoubtedly be found the case. Driven 
thus to the expedient, his Lgrdship had applied to other 
quarters, and sought, by every means in his power, to obtain 
a better bargain. But \n yain. After searching for it a very 
considerable time, he was convinced at the end of the pur- 
suit, that he ought, for the service of the state, to return to 
the people he had first negotiated with, and to close with 
ihem on the terms they hail stood to as fair and reasonable. 
This he had accordingly. done, though very much, he must 
confess, against his will j but he was urged to it by the ner 
ccssity he was under : and the only reason, indeed, that he 
fpi^Mj after aU^ pretend tp furnish was, that h^ had done it 
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because he could do no better. If he could have done bet- 
ter, he should have been glad, but it was impossible. This 
being the case, he had terminated his treaty with the sub- 
scril^rs for a loan of seven millions, though he could have 
wished, as he had endeavoured, to have made it at least one 
million more. 

The subscribers of the loan, he said, had bound him in a 
promise not to issue any negotiable paper from government 
before Michaelmas next. The only provision • as yet made 
by Parliament towards the services of the present year, was 
by the land-tax and malt bills, from which about two mil- 
lions and fifty thousand pounds will arise, which, with seven 
to be borrowed by the new loan, four by exchequer bills, and 
about one million two hundred thousand pounds, intended 
to be raised by negotiable papers, to be issued after Michael- 
mas, together with some extraordinaries yet to be voted, 
would make up nearly fifteen millions of money, and com- 
plete the sum necessary for the service of the current year. 
The terms he had proposed for the new loan were three per 
cent, in the consolidated funds, an annuity for twenty-nine 
years of three pounds fifteen shillings per cent, and a douceur 
of seven lottery tickets, in a lottery consisting of forty-nine 
thousand, at ten pounds a-piece. This mode of granting 
annuities, he apprehended, must be deemed a most pleasing 
way of raising money, as in twenty-nine years the state 
would be freed from three and a half per cent. His Lord- 
ship then explained in what manner these seven millions 
were to be funded, and hoped in the course of a month to 
be able to point out in what way the remainder of the sup- 
ply required was to be procured, remarking at the same time, 
that four hundred and forty-nine thousand pounds were to 
be derived from the lottery of the present year, the tickets of 
which being delivered out at ten pounds each, would give a 
jprofit of three pounds on every ticket to the subscribers. 
How the interest of this loan was to be discharged, he would 
lay before the House in a day or two, till when he would beg 
leave to postpone entering upon the new taxes that were to 
enable government to do it, though he must own it was ra- . 
ther unusual to defer it in that manner. 

The great advantagies held forth to the public in the present 
loan, might be supposed sufficient to maintain the propriety of 
an open subscription ; but he was persuaded of the contrary ; 
for the truth was, that the loan of last year suffered chiefly 
by part of it falling into the hands of adyenturers, and persons 
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of small propcarty •> jhe con^qucnce of wfjich was, that tbe 
persons thus circumstanced, alairine4 at the hlL of stocks, xsa 
to market, ^od glutted it in such a manner that before the 
budget waac^nedU the omDittm w^ belmv par ; whereas, if 
the wh(^ ha^ remained in a few opulent h^jods, they coulct 
have held it back from niarkct, and by that means in some 
fdegree kept up its price to a little above par, and prerented 
those fatal consequences which so immediately followed.^ 
When small operations of finance were to l^ undertaken, he 
was convinced that an open subscription was the most bty 
n^ficial to the puUlip ; but in the midst of a war, when gi^eat 
sums were to be borrowed and funded, and a great deal or un- 
funded debt was floating in the market, he was thoroughly 
convinced t^t an open subscription would never answer; and,, 
even if there was a rational prospect of success, he thought it 
much too hazardous an experiment to make at such a crisis. 

His Lordship said, that though the iiar should i5c conti-^ 
mied, ^e should still have the means of carrying it on witlji 
vigour, and be enabled to procure as much money as we might 
want. If the t^rms of the loan were liard, our credit was 
good, and in high reputatiqu; and though it might not be 
Ithought necessary -or proper in the future pirosecutioii of it to 
continuiQ borrowing ^nd fi^nding, means might be Revised fbn 
raising fhe necessary supplies within the year. SJuch a plaa^ he 
was satisfie4> would be prpd^ictive of many benefits, hay siivr 
gular ac|.vantages. It would tend to raise the value of the 
funds already in fcfeing ; it wpuld rouse the people at large tq 
ihe most vigorous exertions; it would fully restore public 
credit. He did not pretend to determine exactly, whether 
^uch a^ plan was, pr was not, practuratjie* He thought there 
was nothing very difficult i4 it, if there was a full confidence 
in government. . 

In such a temper, he did not see why the plan of raising the 
supplies within the year vvas not practicable. One natiqn 
[Holland], he understood, had done it ; and he could conceive 
ifto reason why Great Britain might jaot do what any other na- 
tion had done, or might not set the example, though no such, 
plan had l^een adopted bcfbire. It was f rue, that great s^ri- 
ficcs must be made, and many gratifications given up ; but, if 
thii measure should become i|ece?isary, that consideration ought, 
and he believed would give way. The honour, the glory, nay 
the very existence of this country might require it. 

HVithrew this outonly loosely j for though warwas necessary 

, at present, peace was the object which he still held in viev 2 

' ^ . ' There 

% 



A. n?d, DEBATES. 9 

There wcie only three evcpts that strnck hitD) which Covidreshr 
jdcr peace desirable to ^try man who had the interest and glory 
of his cenmtry at heart, Th^e were the return of Ameriot 
to her former state of obedience } the relinqui^ing her con- 
nection with France \ or France relaxing in her demands : 
they were in a manner connected together. The two former 
no man was at liberty to pronounce uppn> and the latter there 
was little probabihty of at present. In such a state of affair^, 
it was therefore fair to presume, that a prospect of peace was 
at a considerate distance : though he did not doubt but mo^ 
ney could be had in the usual manner, he thought it would 
not be unwotthy that House and tlie nation at large to turn 
th<;ir thoughts to some mode of raising the suppUes within tho 
year, on account as well of the present as future advants^es 
that must result in a variety of instances from the adoption of 
such a plan. 

It was true, it must be admitted, that the war had not 
been altogether equal to our expectations. But in another 
year there was every ground to hope it would be better. To 
that period he wished to direct the attention of the HousCf 
and he did not fail drawing by that time, should it be requi-' 
jMte, the most complete and ample re$purces frcMn a great and 
opulent company, (meaning the East-IndiaCompany,) in whose 
welfare the public had taken so large a share, and in whose 
success it most undoubtedly ought to participate to the very 
Utmost. His Lordship having proceeded thus far, drew a 
comparison between the finances, of this country, and those 
pf Francie, in the course of which some very handsome com^ 
plimients were paid to Mr. Necker, the French minister at 
the head of the^nance, and the advantage of finance shewn 
on our side ; after which his Lordship took Ofxasion to observe, 
' ^hat notwithstanding the boasting made by France, that all 
her supplies had been nearly expended in their navy, and yet it 
had been very far from having made a respectable af^arance. 
Upon tl^e whole, a confidence in ministry, the noble Lord 
jthought highly conducive, at this time, to the interest of the 
public. 

Mr. Fgx isaid, he rose to expo?5e the futility of the argument 
used by the noble Lord, who was still, hi observed, at his 
usual ingenuity, attempting, as he ever had done, to defend 
his conduct, because it had not been in his power to do bet- 
ter. Yet another year we might possibly do better, and to 
that period men were to look for the salvatitm of their coun^ 
try. How long had this language been held ? Mavr maaBSff 
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years had we been taught to expect what we were bid to trust 
to another season ? He would entreat the House to look to' the 
difficulties the noble Lord had met with in negotiating the 
loan for the present year, though the noble Lord had told the 
House, and that with a degree of confidence and assurance 
that should seem as though it were true, that the nation was 
fer from being in a bad situation. But how was it last year? 
Even then it would have been impossible for the necessary 
supplies to have been procured but for the duplicitv, not to 
say dishonesty, of the minister, who had given the suDscribers 
every reason in his power to believe, that we should not be 
engaged in a French war, though at that very time the mini- 
stry were in actual possession of dispatches from Lord Stpr- 
mont, the English ambassador at the court of Versailles, ia- 
forming them, that the treaty between France and America 
had been signed, which was afterwards announced and avowed 
here by the Marquis De Noailles. 

Mr. Burke said, he could not help expressing his astonish- 
ment at the insolence of telling the House that new taxes might 
be raised without being burthensome or oppressive to the peo- 
ple. Good God ! after all the enormous supplies that had been 
voted, and nothing done, was the House, was the nation, to 
be told that new taxes were to be raised ! He lamented that 
fifteen millions more were to be lavished away against Ame- 
rica. The difficulty the noble Lord had met with in getting 
the loan done, was what he was not surprised at. Yet we 
• were not so poor, but that we might hold out another year. 
We still might keep ourselves above water. What a happi- 
ness was that ! We had expended above thirty millions of 
money, — and we yet were not toUJly ruined ! We still were 
able to pursue the American war. But not in the usual way. 
No, we were now to have a curious abridgment. A little» 
pretty snug war was now to be carried en. 

The committee agreed to Lord North's resolutions without 
a division. 

February 25. 

Sir Charles Bunburyy in the committee on the court-martial 
bill, proposed an amendment in the clause, which makes it capi- 
tal in an officer not to have done his utmost to sink, burn, and 
destroy the ships of the enemy. This, he said, was the clause 
on which Admiral Byng was found guilty, and most unjustly 
put to death \ for it was evident, that if Admiral Byng was 
acquitted of cowardice and disaffection, it implied of course 
that he had done his utmost ; a want of courage or ze^l for the 

service, . 
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service, might be brought under the charge of cowardice or 
disaffection ; but when those were unimpeached, it necessarily 
followed, that the sentence of the court-martial could sub- 
stantially amount to no more than an error in judgment. 

Mr. Graves was of opinion, that some words should be 
inserted, for the purpose of distinguishing between a mere er- 
ror in judgment, and wilful neglect. 

Lord Beauchamp said, naval courts-martial should be brought 
as nearly as possible upon the footing of military courts-mar- 
tial. The charges in the latter were more direct and spe- 
cific, and the Court were of course more restricted in the 
judgments they pronounced. He did not seem to approve of 
the words wilful neglect, because, without a specific descrip- 
tion of the word wilful, the Court would still retain the power 
of judging of the criminality, and making at their pleasure a 
mere error in judgment amount to a wilful neglect. 

Mr. Fqx, Mr. Burke, Sir Charles Bunbury, arid Sir W. Me- 
redith, spoke likewise in the debate -, but what fell from ' 

Mr. Byng^ nephew to the deceased Admiral of that name, prin- 
cipally drew the attention of the House. After observing that his 
uncle had been condemned for a mere error in judgment, he 
said the gentlemen who composed the court-martial, though 
they looked upon themselves obliged to find him guilty on the 
article alluded to, in not doing all in hi? power to sink, bum^ 
and destroy, felt the injustice of the sentence, and desired to 
be absolved from the oath of secrecy, in order that they might 
be at liberty to state the?r reasons. An Act of Parliament was 
accordingly passed to absolve them, and they stated the diffi- 
culty of being compelled to find a man guilty, by the letter 
erf the Act of Parliament, when in fact, they had substantially 
acquitted him \ but the attempt, however just, jgenerous, and 
humane, was defeated. The king's ears were stopt, and his 
heart rendered too hard to receive any impression in his uncle's 
favour. The Ministry, in order to excuse themselves to the 
nation, found their interest in his ruin. The Sovereign was 
prejudiced, and the minds of the people inflamed. The very 
judges were employed to effect his destruction. The case was 
referred to them for their opinion; but instead of desiring them 
to determine whether the sentence was consonant to justice, the 
question put to them was, whether the sentence was legal ? 
The judges answered in the affirmative, that the sentence was 
legal ; whereas the- true question was, whether it was just. 
For the reasons before mentioned, the prejudices conceived by 
^e king, the necessity ministers imagined there wa& to tsok^. 
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tlwir €mn /nstificatton rest on the failure of duty in the A4* 
miraly and the arts employed to increase the popular preju*' 
dice against himt 9U conspired to effect his ruin, and at length 
prevaUed. 

He then entered into several particulars respecting his 
ymM% conduct) during the.period between the reference to 
the judges and their report, while yet some hopes of mercy 
lemabicd; when he assured the House, that his uncle ear- 
seslly affirmed to him, that he was entirely indifferent as ta 
the isstxe ; for if he should be acquitted, or his sentence mi- 
tigated, he should never pass an happy or comfortable mi- 
nute during die remainder of his days ^ he could never sur- 
yivc the k>ss of his honour, nor wish to retain a hfe w^ch» 
however unjustly, was looked upon to be forfeited to the justice 
of his country. Sir Charles Bunbury's proposed amendment 
was finally adopted* 

Mr. Ord brought up the Report from the Committee of 
supply of the fwccedmg day : Mr, Hartley opposed it, oa 
die grounds that the terms of the loan were disadvantageous^ 
^d that better might have been procured. 

Lord Norti said there was a necessity of receiving the re*i 
port, as the first payment was to be made on the fallowing 
Tuesday. It would be proper that the isubscribers should 
have timely notice to be prepared ; and though no such press* 
ing necessity existed, he saw no reason why the public business 
should be postponed, as no other mode of raising the loan had 
been proposed by the honourable gentleman who opposed the 
bringing up of the report. 

The resolutions respecting the terms of the loan were 
then reported and agreed to without further opposition. 

February 26. 
No debate. Adjourned to M^rch 1. 

March 1. ■ 

hordNorti began with saying, that his opponents had en« 
dleavoured to establish the following propositions : That the 
deficiency of the house and servants tax shewed the inability 
of this country to bear greater burdens than those she at pre- 
sent laboured under j and that the plan alluded toby him, of 
raising the suj^lies within the year was totally ixnpractir 
tabic* 

The first was a fact, accompanied with no reasoning 
whoever j the second was mere speculative reasoning, with*- 
out any proof to support it. 

The 
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The conclusion was, that the whole of the deficiency arose 
from the real produce of these two taxes; wiiereas, the 
greater part of it arose from the operation of the servants tzx 
having been postponed for a whole year, and both the servants 
and house tax being not properly collected. False entries, 
and lists of the number of servants kept, were given in and 
^•feceivedj the houses were under-rated^ being set down at 
the ancient rents, instead of the real value. Warehouses, 
&c. contrary to the meaning and intent of the act, were ex- 
empted ; and, where no ancient rent existed, the netv assess- 
ment generally favoured the person who was charged to the 
tax, to tjie great detriment and diminution of the public 
revenue. The conclusion was therefoi^ iU founded, to the 
extent contended by them, for the general or annual defal- 
cation from the sum, for which these taxes were taken, bore 
no proportion to the real produce, when properly collected. 
The determination of the Commissioners had been appealed 
from, and a reference made to the judges, who were of a 
contrary opinion with the Commissioners. The latter how- 
ever had not acceded ; and, in order to put the matter out of 
all doubt, he meant shortly to propose some amendments in 
both acts, which should remove all grounds of future con- 
troversy. 

As to the other point, respecting the impracticability o?* 
raising, in any given situation of things, the necessary supplies. 
within the year, he begged to say a few words in answer to 
that objection. It had been contended, that whatever any 
man contributed out of his usual expenditure ; that is, more 
than he already contributed to the general support of the 
state, in the usual and established mode of taxation, would 
disable him proportionabiy to contribute to the exigencies of 
the state, through the medium of the taxes already established; 
a person who contributed a certain sum must retrench some 
of his ordinary expences. Thus, for instance, every former 
gratification he abstained from, would tend to lessen the 
revenue, and what the public received in one hand, she would 
give away with another. 

This, he said, would, in bis opinion, be by no means the 
case ; for, although the proposition might be partially true in 
respect of some persons, the money being called Into circu- 
lation, and the greatest part of it spent within the kingdom, 
the nation would lose nothing, great numbers of people would 
be benefited ; and, at the conclu>ion, the nation would be 
a gainer, as she would incur no additional debt. What was 



U PARLIAMENTARY A. 177^. 

taken in one way from the people, would be given in another* 
The merchant, manufacturer, , and mechanic, would he able 
to spend more, though others would of course spend less i 
so that, on the whole, the total ability to spend would bc 
nearly the same, and neither tlie present generation nor po- 
sterity would be obliged to provide for the interest of new loans* 

He did not, however, look upon himself pledged to prove 
the practicability of the plan, or as standing engaged to carry 
such a plan into execution^ All he said was, that he beUeved 
It was' practicable, which he still thought, though he did not 
pretend to say that he knew the means of carrying it into 
execution. If, indeed, the extraordinary aids within the year 
were to be lost to this country, the honourable gentleman*s 
deductions would be fair and conclusive ; but as the nation 
would still retain the whole of the property, and that no ma^ 
terial difference would arise but the change of owner, it could 
not affect the general consumption in any great degree, if at all. 

His Lordship then proceeded to propose the new taxes 
for paying the annuity to be incurred by the loan. These he 
said were intended to be a surcharge of 5 per cent, on the net 
produce of the customs and excises, and a tax upon post- 
chaise horses. 

To come at the probable produce of the surcharge tax, 
it would be necessary to state the amount of the funds on 
which it was to be laid, the customs and excises. 

The average produce of tlie excises, after deducting 
the drawbacks, on an average of the three last years, 
was , 5,520,417 

Ctistoms ditto ^ 2,519,403 

Total 8,039,820 

A surcharge of 5 per cent on the above 401,99-1 

Meaning to deduct the surcharge on the 
brewery, which, on an average of the 
three last years, was 1,749,415/. amount ' 

to 87,470 

Th6 net produce of the surcharge tax will 

be £. 314,521 



The tax upon post-chaises, at the rate of one penny per 
mile, allowing each hired chaise in England, of which there 
werefour thousand, to go two stages each day, it would pro^ 

duce 
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ducea dally income of 6001. par day, or 219,0001. per an- 
num 5 but, deducting one-fourth from this computation, he 
would take it at 164,0001. which, added to the 314,000L 
made, in the whole, 478,0001. The interest of seven mil* 
lions borrowed at six and three quarters per cent, was 
472^0001. so that, according to this computation, the sum of 
about 60001. would remain to be carried to the credit of the 
sinking fund. 

In the course of his speech, he went into a great number 
of minute computations, in order to shew the very little ef- 
fect the surcharge duties would have upon the customs and 
excises, so as to reach the consumer. 

The brewery was exempted, because beer was a great article 
of consumption with the lower orders of the people ; and if 
agreeable to the committee, he would exempt soap, candles, 
and leather from the surcharge. The amount of those duties, 
taken upon an average of the three last years, amounted to 
about 700,0001. consequently the surcharge, if computed 
upon that sum, would be about 35,0001. If the committee 
should agree to supply this deficiency in any other manner, 
he was perfectly satisfied, and on that supposition two modes 
had suggested themselves for effecting it, without laying on 
any additional burdens, these were either restraining or en- 
tirely taking away the privilege of franking of letters, or tak- 
ing off the prohibition of the importation of foreign cam- 
bricks. 

Hefe his I^ordship was entering into a very wide field, 
to shew the abuses that had crept in the exercising of the 
privilege of franking of letters,' but was interrupted by a 
general murmur of disapprobation ; on which he immediately 
stopped short, and proposed the taking off the prohibition of 
foreign cambricks. He said, the prohibition answered no end 
whatever, that the same quantity was imported, apd that 
the law answered no end but diminishing the revenue, and 
the giving encouragement and employment to smugglers. 
He would therefore take the duty upon cambricks in his ac- 
count for the sum it usually produced when the importation 
was permitted, in lieu of the surcharge-tax upon soap, caiv 
dies, and leather ; the difference between the two would be 
but trifling, the cambrick duty generally producing from 
about 32,0001. to 35,O00U per annum. It is true that sum 
would make no part of the present resolution, for it would be 
necessary to bring in a bill upon a motion for leave to repeal, 
but in effect it would be the same thing j for when the bill 
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w>s repealed, the produce of the tax would 6f course n^ak^ 
part of the supplies of the year. 

His Lordship concluded wHh recuiring to the argument 
he first set out with, the practicability and numerous benefits 
that would be derived from raising the supplies within the 
year. It was, he confessed, a matter that required great 
consideration and attention, and would be accompanied with 
many difiiculties ; 'but he had no doubt but it might be ef^ 
-fected. He Would not wish to be understood, however, tlxat 
stirring such a proposition implied any declaratioh or ac- 
knowledgement that we were at the end of our resources ; faf 
from it, we had still many and great resources. It was not 
thrown out as an act of necessity, but of wisdom and sound 
policy. It would prevent us from borrowing on high and 
disadvantageous terms, and would prevent an accumulation 
of further burthens. In short, it would render the present 
funds more valuable to the stockholders. There were many 
annuities determinable, which would, at different periods, 
come in aid of the national supplies, one in particular, of 
one per cent, on twelve millions, which would be 120,0001. 
besides several others. The charte^r of the East India Com- 
pany was near expiring, and in the present state of affairs^ 
as well as in justice, assistance might be fairly expected from 
that quarter. There were many objects of taxation, which 
he forbore to mention. When, therefore, he recommended 
the House to turn their attention to the propriety of raising 
the supplies within the year, he recommended it as a plan of 
policy, not of necessity. 

Mr. Pultney observed, that he was not in the House on 
the 24th ult. but had heard, that two honourable gentlemen 
had controverted some positions in a pamphlet of his lately 
published, particularly his honourable friend near him [Mr. 
Burke.] He understood, that the ground of objectiqn stated 
by that honourable gentleman was, that whatever was given 
in aid by the faculty-tax, mentioned in the pamphlet, which 
was a tax of fifteen shillings per cent, on what each contri- 
butoi* was worth, would proportionably disable him fron> 
contributing in the ordinary mode to the established taxes 
of the state. On the contrary, he thought it would not only 
prove of public, but individual benefit. Whatever pi'operty 
he possessed, whether in lands, houses, stock, &c. would be 
of more intrinsic value, and to those who were to derive 
under him. In a public light, the advantages of a public 
contributioJ!^, over a loan, must be obvious to the meanest 

observer i 
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observer ; and he was entirely of opinion, that the money 
raised within the year, would all remain within the kingdom, 
or shortly return to it 5 so that inst^d of receiving with one 
hand, and giving it away with the other, respecting indivi* 
duals, it would only be a transfer of property ; and as to the 
state, the immediate and future benefits would be immense 
and permanent. 

To strengthen his argument, he contended, that no nation 
could long support a war, on the scale of expence, and the 
exorbitant interest we were obliged to pay for the money 
borrowed. They were directed, and must terminate in the 
Same point, that of national ruin and pubUc bankruptcy* 
Some such plan, as that laid d9wn in his pamphlet, must be 
adopted, or the nation would.be undone. 

He condemned the terms on which the present loan was 
negotiated 5 biit presumed no better could b^ procured. He 
thought, when the noble Lord knew what advantages the 
subscribers sought, he should have taken care to have satisfied 
them in the manner least detrimental to the nation. That 
his Lordship might have easily done, by making the whole 
operation in the three per cent, consols j it would have mzdt 
an immediate saving to the nation of upwards of 140,0001. 
per annum, which, in the course of twenty-nine years, would 
go very near to extinguish the whole of the loan within that 
period, should the three per cents, continue much under par. 

Mr. Burke said, that the raising the supplies witliin the 
year, must solely be drawn from property, either lands, 
houses, stock, or moveables. That it was presinned, and 
well understood, that most men in this country lived to the 
extent of their incomes ; consequently, every shilling drawn 
from their pockets proportionably unfitted them tor pur- 
chasing the gratifications or luxuries of life. If the tax was 
a tax upon those who lived by their labour, it would to all 
intents and purposes be a tax upon the necessaries of life ; 
if upon prc^perty, it would, however given or received, 
amount to a tax upon the luxuries or gratifications of life; 
so that in either or both events, it must reach the consumer 
and the coriimodity, and ultimately the revenue be drawn 
from the consumption. If the manufacturer, merchant, or 
mechanic was less employed in their respective professions, 
it would affect them equally with a tax, and that it must was 
evident; because their employment must bear a proportion 
to the demand for their merchandize, labour, or manufac- 
tures. That a few individuals would be ewt\dafc^ \s^ n^ss^s* 
mode of raising the supplies wa^ ccn^,\>ux. >3aax xJaaNsV^^^- 

Vol. XI. C ^^^ 
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mass of people, as well as the public revenue, would be in>- 
poverished, was equally true. 

He rose, he said, only to point out the fallacy of the noble 
Lord's reasoning, lest any person should be deceived by it. 
He would, for instance, ask the noble Lord, whether the tea 
duty or excise did not produce half a million annually ? No)»r, 
upon the noble Lord's hypothesis, he presumed, that after 
the supplies within the year were raised by aids drawn /from 
property, there would not be as much tea drank, or any other 
given commodity, of what might be called mere articles of 
luxury: He said, the idea was equally ill-founded and ab» 
surd. No man had any motive for securing or increasing his 
property, but maintaining himself, providing for his family, 
or from avarice. These wguld all continue to operate upon 
his conduct in every situaTion ; their operations were native, 
systematic, and uniform. So long, then, as they directed his 
conduct, it was to be presumed, that they would prevent 
him from adding to the public stock, without retrenching hi? 
cxpences. When, therefore, these motives ceased to influence 
human actions, then would the noble Lord's plan be practi- 
cable, but not a moment sooner. 

He observed what painsthe noble Lord took to divert the 
attention of the committee to extrinsic matter. He says such a 
plan may be practicable j but says he does not know the means,, 
That is, he aiSrms the practicability, while he acknowledges 
that he does not know that it is so. Again, the noble Lord 
has given a descant on the brewery, and the ability of the 
brewers to pay the tax, without raising the price of beer to 
the consumer j but what is all this for ? or to what purpose ? 
Only to tell you, that he does not mean to tax the brewery. 
He desired the noble Lord to consider the possible conse-^ 
quences which might arise from laying additional duties upon 
commodities used in our manufactures ; which, if too high, 
would probably affect both our manufactures and commerce. 

Mr. Fox made several observations on Lord North's speech. 
He particularly remarked on the confidence with which the 
noble Lord spoke of great resources, and the facility of pro- 
curing future loans, when all the House had to do to be con- 
vinced of the fallacy and designed delusion of such declara- 
tions, was to recollect when the noble Lord, so lately as the 
preceding Wednesday, openly and repeatedly acknowledged, 
" I wanted eight millions, but after the most strenuous ef- 
forts, was not able to procure more than seven, I pressed the 
subscribers on the necessity of getting the other million, but 
was not able to prevail** How far this recent declaration 
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accorded with ,the pretended resources and ability of this 
country, he left to the noble Lord to reconcile. He would 
likewise wish the noble Lord to recollect the deficiencies in 
the servants and house-tax, no less than nearly one half, and 
see what right he had to expect any credit on the probable 
produce of any tax which he might think proper to propose. 
The noble Lord had indeed confessed he had been mistaken 
in his computation of last year; he expected to hear the same 
confession from his Lordship the next. 

His honourable friend, who had just sat down, said, that 
though the taxes were far from being what he could wish, 
such was the state of public credit, that he would agree with, 
them, because he could not himself propose bettqr. He 
affected no such candour ; such a language, should it become 
prevalent, would be little short of the surrender of the rights 
of Parliament. The question was open to every member 
present, to approve or object to. He might object, and see 
the impropriety of a tax, and yet not come prepared to sub- 
stitute another in its room. Every member was not a chan- 
cellor of the exchequer, nor could the most intelligent come 
sufiiciently prepared, when intricate operations of finance 
were to be submitted to their judgment, to substitute another, 
instead of the plan proposed by government. For instance, 
the terms of the loan were strongly objected to the last night 
by him among the rest. If the House were acquainted with 
them, previous to their being proposed, and that gentlemen 
had time to turn the matter in their thoughts, they might 
frame reasons, and make use of arguments suiHcient to ^ew, 
that the bargain was a bad bargain, and that the subscribers 
might be equally well secured, and still a very considerable 
saving made to the nation. 

He said the noble Lord's detail was calculated to draw 
the attention of the House to mere trifles, or to waste it in 
an account of what might be done, but what his Lordship 
did not mean to do. The noble Lord tells you, that the 
additional five per cent, on the produce of the customs and 
excises, is but a mere trifle, and can be therefore easily borne. 
The noble Lord may tell you so the next year, and the year 
after ; but is the noble Lord sure that the original fund on 
which this surcharge is computed, will continue equally pro- 
ductive ? Is he certain, that the decay of trade in one in- 
stance, and this additional tax in the other, may not both af- 
fect the import and consumption ? If the excise and custom? • 
have decreased so much within the two last years, what se- 
curity has he that they will not decrease va ?i\w^^ y'^cjp^ycvss^ 
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the next? or that the sinking fund, which hzs produced only- 
two millions within the last year, will produce half that stmt 
the next ? or that instead of raising the interest of the money 
borrowed upon new taxes, we are not in feet mortgaging thtf 
produce of the sinking fund, to new creditors, after having* 
already pledged it, by the most solemn sanctions of parfia* 
ment, but to the old ones ? 

The noble Lord had complained of the evasions made use 
of, in order to defeat the servants and house* tax, by which: 
means, the acts which imposed them were prevented from a 
due and legal operation. His Lordship seemed to insihuate^' 
that this arose from the partial conduct of the commissioner^ 
appointed to carry those acts into execution. This was, at' 
best, but an assertion without proof, and must be received a^ 
such^ the noble Lord, it is true, called in the atithority of tht!^ 
judges to his support ; this, he was bold to maintain, was art 
extrajudicial opinion. The appeal lay to the coinmissionerSy 
and they were fully competent to decide upon it. But, saysii' 
the noble Lord, I will move to amend those acts; why not 
state the amendment to the House ? The truth is, the noHe" 
Lord knows that the taxes, however the acts may be amemfcrfy 
win still be deficient, as well as he knows, that the present 
flew ones will fall considerably short of what he has taken 
them for.' 

He concluded with some observations on the tax npoir 
post-chaises, as tending to prevent that free communication^ 
which was one of the great causes of our present flourishing 
state, the improvement of our manufactures, and general 
cultivation and improvement; and, on the whole, would be 
attended with such difficulties and expence in the collection, 
as he thought, for his part, would occasion much injury, an<f' 
be of no material service to the revenue. 

Lord North replied to the two honourable gentlemen wfay 
spoke last. He said, that one of them [Mr. Burke] supposed 
every man was influenced by pleasure and avarice 5 and that 
he who gave to the state, if he came under the first description,^ 
must, retrench his expences, and abstain from gratifications ;. 
and that the avaricious man would spend no more than he 
did before, and would deduct whatever he thus contributed 
from his usual expenditure. The proposition was far front 
being well founded, in his opinion; he hoped that there were^ 
many influenced by other and more generous motives; nura-^ 
• bers would support government that were neither spend-^ 
thrifts or misers* 

The 



A. 1119. DEBATE S. Si 

The honourable gentleman had condemned the appeal to 
the twelve judges, and supposed that the commissioners were 
competent to finally decide. He esteemed the gentlemen in 
the commission as a very honest respectable body of men; 
but however favourably he was disposed to think of them> 
he could not put their opinions on the footing of so solemn 
a determination. There was a clause in the act which gave 
a dernier appeal to the judges ; and, as to the decision itself, 
he looked upon it to be a most respectable one, for he be- 
lieved that the benches in Westminster Hall were occupied 
by as unbiassed and as independent a set of men as ever sat 
there. His Lordship went into a great many other particulars 
of less moment, in reply to objections made from the other 
side of the House, and said, as it appeared to be the sense of 
the committee, he would take the duty upon cambricks, in 
lieu of the surcharge tax upon tallow-candles, leather, and 



Mr. Burke rose again, and said, that he never said that 
gratifications and avarice were the only two motives to human • 
actions. What he said was, that griatifications, avarice, or 
making a provision for one's family or posterity, were the 
leading causes which operated in general with mankind, which 
he was ready to maintain, and follow it with his first conclu- 
sion, that every man, who contributed in a private or public 
manner, whether by tax or gratuity, would, upon some one 
of those motives, find himself obliged to retrench his ordinary 
expences, and of course abstain in a greater or less degree 
from those gratifications or enjoyments by which he formerly 
contributed to the support of the state. 

Sir Richard Sutton said, that the honourable gentleman 
who spoke last had misconceived the idea thrown out in the 
pampUet of his honourable friend, and the arguments resorted 
to by the noble Lord ; for the question, was not, whether a 
man could pay out of his annual income what he wanted to 
raise by way of mortgage upon that income, but whether the 
nation, upon a public emergency of the first importances 
could, in its collective capacity, raise fifteen millions within 
the year. 

Mr. Cornwall replied to several passages in the speeches of 
Messrs. Burke and Fox^ contended that the 5 per cent duty 
would be easily collected, and, if any difficulties should arise 
in the collection of the . post-chaise tax, it might undergo a 
revision the next session, w:hen the substantial objections made 
to it| and founded in experiencej might be re^dd^tj xt^^^^^ 

C3 "^^^ 
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Mr. 7*. Townshend said, that when the house tax came un- 
der the consideration of the House, he believed that it would 
appear to have been executed very partially. Out-houses were 
charged rated, which was not the intention of the legislature; 
favour was shewn in some instances, and the utmost rigour 
exercised in others. He was rated for his house in the 
country, which was no more than a cot, forty pounds, while 
he understood that the noble Lord who possessed a family 
mansion in the country, was charged but ten pounds. 

Mr. Bailey complained greatly of the additional tax upon 
sugars. He said he and his family paid duties to the amount > 
of 30,0001. a year, and that an additional tax upon that sum 
would affect his property very greatly, and was indeed more 
than the planter in any part of the West Indies could, in 
.the present situation of affairs, well bear. Mis own part of 
that sum, which was paid into the exchequer, was nearly 
twenty thousand guineas nett money, which was more than 
what he receivea clear after all deductions and outgoings, 
so that the duty upon sugars, before the present tax, was 
fully equal to cent, per cent, of the clear produce. Therefore, 
when the noble Lord represented the additional tax to be only 
four pence per hundred upon sugar, now worth at market 
sixty-foiu- shillings, and two pence three farthings upon rum, 
worth eight shillings per gallon, his representation was falla- 
cious, and served his Lordship's present purpose, that of 
misleading the ' House ; for he must have known that the 
planter not only paid the duties, which were almost seven 
shillings, or three farthings a pound, but likewise ten shillings 
freight, and an insurance equal to one third part of its value. 
His Lordship could not forget how low the price of rum was 
in Jamaica; for he could .not forget the offer he made to 
him of taking the contract, which he made with Muire and 
Atkinson at four and four pence per gallon, at half that price 
exactly, or even less upon a large transaction. 

He then spoke of the very spirited exertions the people of 
Jamaica were making for its defence, an expence amounting 
to four thousand pounds per day, or about one million per 
annum. — ^This brought to his recollection one circumstance, 
which, with many others of a similar nature, might easily 
account for the great desire his Majesty's ministers had to 
continue the war. — ^It was relative to the son of the noble 
Lord over the way [Lord Germaine] whom his Lordship had 
appointed Receiver General of Jamaica, whfch entitled him 
to a poundage of five per cent, on the public receipt. This, 
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upon four thousand pounds a day, made two hundred, or up^ 
-wards of seventy thousand pounds per annujil. 

All wonder therefore must cease at ministers being fond of 
perpetuating this bloody and destructive war, when they were 
urged on by such strong and powerful incentives. But he 
• would have them reflect, shorten their mad career, and take 
timely warning not to oppress the West India islands too 
much, lest they should lose them as they had already lost 
North America •, and the noble Lord, in particular, lest his 
infant son should lose that very valuable and lucrative oflice 
he held in Jamaica. 

The resolutions were ordered to be reported, and thp 
House adjourned to the 3d of March. 
March 3.* 

Mr. Fox began with remarking, that the orders of the 
House had been disobeyed ; that the papers moved for soflfie 
days ago, being copies of those found aboard the Pallas and 
Licorne French frigates, had in part been with-held ; and 
such' of them as h^d not were not produced till since the 
House met, by w:hich means the members were prevented 
from knowing any thing of their contents. The papers 
alluded to had been transmitted by his honourable relation 
to the admiralty board ; and though moved for on the first 
instance, and though they could be copied in a few minutes, 
they were with-held. Such a conduct would fully justify 
him in postponing his motion, that gentlemen might have 
time to peruse the papers ; but, as he meant to state thenx 
as part of his speech, it would answer the end he proposed, 
which was to shew the comparative strength of the respec- 
tive squadrons at the time the honourable admiral quitted 
the Channel. There was still something which had a wor^ 
appearance than the mere delay ; that was the omitting en.* 
tirely the letter from the admiral which accompanied the 
enclosures. 

He then proceeded, and, in a prefatory discourse, after 
stating the seeming advantages which gpvernments, merely 
monarchical, had over those limited or mixed, made the fol- 
lowing observations : ' 

C 4 The 
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The general opinion which prevailed was, that governments 
merely arbitrary^ or where the direction of the power, forccj^. 
and resources of the commonwealth were vested in a single 
person, or in a few, there all the functions of government 
were performed with greater facility and dispatch, particularly 
in timies of war. Secresy, which was the life of coimsel, was 
secured ; dispatch and vigour were only bounded by 'the 
abilities t)f the state. The blow was struck, or the neces- 
sary precautions were taken, as it were, before the cause 
wias known; and the people acquiesced in the power and 
wisdom of their rulers. On the other hand, in govemr 
ments where the political machine consisted of different 
movements, where its parts were more complex, and the mOi?:. 
tion of the whole depended upon a combination of various 
movements, its motions were slower; they were regular, 
but less vigorous ; they were liable to be defeated, Because^ 
their stated progress was made public before the proposed 
effect could take place. 

This was a speculative proposition that no man could 
deny. Indeed, on first hearing, it commanded assent. It 
was an abstract proposition, equally clear, that those ad^ 
vantages arising in arbitrary governments were balanced • 
by others enjoyed in free governments. The latter were 
better calculated for times of peace. Men were more effectu- 
ally protected in their persons and properties; they gave 
encouragement to the exertions of private individuals ; they 
called forth talents out of obscurity into the service of the 
state; they were favourable to mercantile adventure, to the 
extension of trade and commerce ; they inspired a love of 
country, and a spirit of honest independency ; in short, 
free governments, while they put every man upon a level, 
and rendered him independent of every thing but the law, 
combined every member of the society in one common in.- 
terest ; and created a personal as well as public pride, which, 
when properly directed, and judiciously restrained/ is the 
strongest excitement to great and glorious actions. 

Such were, on one hand, the supposed advantages that in 
theory were supposed to be annexed to governments, ^l7bere 
the whole power of the community was vested iij and exer- 
cised by a single person ; and such on the other were the 
distinguishing characteristics of governments constituted 
upon the broad basis of public freedom. But although in 
theory each proposition seemed equally evident, experience 
held a different language ; the truth was, that the arts of 
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peace had not, at all times, been more successfully cultw 
vated in states republican and free, nor yet those of war, 
in countries purely arbitrary and despotic. No nations had 
been more successful in war than those where the body of 
the people had a share in the public counsels j nor oionc 
had oftener failed than those who excluded them entirely 
from interfering in the administration of public affairs. 

The ancient republics of Greece and Rome exhibited 
.the strongest proofs of the former. This country would 
remain a monument to the end of time of the . fortunate 
and almost irresistable exertions of a mixed . govemmentt 
Holland and JSwitzerland further confirmed the truth of this 
proposition, that no form of government is so well calculated 
for the happiness of its subjects, for internal prosperity and; 
external strength, as that in which the power is delegated by 
the people, and exercised by the executive power under th^ 
controui' .; 

The reason which struck him Wi^ this : the legislative 
^d executive powers of the state being separate and distinct, 
the crown and its ministers are conditionally vested with as , 
much power as is necessary for the discharge of the tract 
jcommitted to their care. The executive power may make 
peace and war ; may enter into alliances ; may incur tx^ 
pences; may, in short, adopt every measure, which the 
terms of such a trust can be supposed to imply, in as foil 
and ample a manner as they think proper j followed only 
with this single condition, that they are responsible to par- 
liament for their conduct. If they act negligently, corruptly, 
or traiterously, they do it at their peril, at the hazard of their 
lives, honours, and fortunes ; whereas in arbitrary govern-^ 
ments, where men are subject to the same failings and 
vices, being not subject to a like controul, or to be called 
to any account fdr their conduct, their conduct being directed 
by the only person in whose power it is to disgrace or 
punish them,, so long as they preserve the confidence of the 
sovereign they liave nothing to fear, or to deter them from 
giving the most pernicious counsels their ambition or per- 
sonal interests may prompt them to. They have no ac- 
counts or after-reckonings to settle with the public, whom 
they have oppressed or betrayed ; if they have been able to 
flatter a weak prince into a favourable opinion of their ser- 
vices^ or to persuade a wicked one, that their incapacity 
was the effect of a zeal for his person, and an implicit obe- 
dience to. his commands, they are sure to be honoured and 
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carressed at court, while, perhaps, they arc execrated and 
detested throughout the nation. 

How far the doctrine of a free government, retaining a 
dernier controul over the executive power, was applicable 
to the constitution of this country, was a subject worthy of 
the particular attention of the House, because it was a matter 
most intimately connected with the subject of debate of the 
jpresent day. The controul he alluded to was the inquisi- 
torial power vested in that House; a controul which he 
presumed no gentleman present would deny had been so 
beneficially and successfully exercised upon many former oc- 
casions. It amounted fairly to this : We have confided in 
administration for the effecting such and such purposes, which 
can be better brought about by the few than the many j 
the trust is conditional ; we, who have delegated the powerj 
reserve a right to withdraw our confidence when we discover 
that it has been improperly bestowed or abused ; a want of 
ability or integrity ei^Q^lly disqualify the persons intrusted, 
and subject them to punishment or dismissal, according to 
the particular circumstances of the case. He said. Parlia- 
ment might forbear the exercise of this right of phnish- 
ment and enquiry, but they could not divest themselves of 
it, it being of the very essence of the cojnstitution ; they 
had a right to exercise it in two ways, the one by way of 
prevention, the other judicially. It was the duty of Parlia- 
ment to remove, upon good grounds, in order to put a stop 
to further evils. Wicked and weak counsellors were proper 

, objects of removal in the first instance ; of condign punish- 
ment upon a constitutional investigation, and legal proceed- 
ings, in the second. Parliament stood between the people 
«id the executive power, and it was only through that 
medium the people could constitutionally seek, or legally 

;6btain, redress. 

He was free to acknowledge that the motion of the pre- 
sent day was founded strictly in the principles he had now 
laid down ; it looked immediately to removal, as the first 
step to enquiry and consequent punishment. It might be 
said, and he expected to hear it urged with all imaginable 
confidence and plausibility, * What ! criminate without cause, 
and punish without proof. Would you condemn a person 
absent and unheard ?' The proper answer to these questions 
would depend upon the sense of the House. It would rest 
solely with the House to judge whether the facts he should 
state offered good ground of crimination. If it did> it would 

after 
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after rest with the House, whether the proofs were sufficient 
to support a public accusation, or parliamentary impeach- 
ment. It Would rest with those whom the constitution had 
appointed to decide in the last instance, to declare whether 
the party or persons accused were guilty ; and to direct the 
nature and extent of the punishment. 

Ministers had hitherto evaded every thing which could 
possibly lead " to an inquiry into their conduct, by refusing 
every document necessary for their acquittal or conviction ; 
every thing which might lead to proofs of their guilt or in- 
nocence. The papers which he moved for some days since^ 
relative to any information they might have received con- 
cerning the equipment of the Brest squadron, afforded a re- 
cent proof of the truth of this assertion. The fate of that 
motion was, that it received a negative ; and he presumed 
that many gentlemen whio voted in the majority on that 
occasion, voted merely on the reason assigned by the noble 
Lord in the blue ribbon. * That the disclosing secrets of 
state, which must be the case if the papers then moved for 
were granted, would be dangerous, and might pr«ve of the 
worst consequence.' This plausible objection would be re- 
moved. That is, the information necessary to support the 
proposed motion he meant to make. Would be grounded on 
the evidence on the table, which contained no secrets of state; 
secondly, the answers he expected to receive to the que- 
stions he proposed to put to his honourable relation near 
him, would supply, he trusted, what was deficient in the 
papers,; and, thirdly, nothing would or could come out but 
what was known to all Europe, and every gentleman present^ 
who turned his thoughts to the subject. 

He then proceeded to state his facts, and point to Ms 
conclusions. His facts were, that although administration, or 
he would speak out, he meant the Earl of Sandwich, the first 
lord of the admiralty, had, in the month of November 1777, 
not by a casual expression, which dropped from him in de- 
bate, but repeatedly in answer to doubts started and asser- 
tions to the contrary, made by several persons in a certain 
respectable assembly, [House of Lords,] solemnly affirmed, 
and pledged himself in his official capacity, that there were 
then thirty-five ships of the line ready for sea, and fit for 
actual service, and seven more in great forwardness, which 
would be ready for sea in a fortnight ; notwithstanding 
which, early in the month of March following, when ^e 
Jionourable admiral, by.the desire of his sovereign, went to 
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Portsmouth to examine the state and condition of the ships, 
there were not more than six ships of the line in a state fit 
to meet an enemy. That after that period great diUgence 
was used ; yet, in. the month of June, the force actually 
ready for sea was little superior, if at all, to what it had been 
stated in tlie preceding November. That early in the month 
of June, Admiral Keppel was sent to cruize ofiF the coast of. 
f ranee with twenty ships of the line only, though by the 
papers on the table, taken aboard the Pallas and Licorne, it 
appeared there were then twenty-seven ships of the line 
lying in Brest water, and five more in great forwardness; 
so much so, that the whole thirty-^two were at sea early in 
the month of July, which force was accompanied by a 
much greater proportion of frigates, than the British squa- 
dron, the number being fifteen, including those which were 
cruizing off Brest harbour. He then corroborated the facts 
stated in this narrative, by reading such parts of Mr. Kep^ 
pel's defence upon his trial as directly applied to, or served 
to confirm them. We should have taken notice, that the 
papers taken aboard the Pallas and Licorne were read, and 
contained an order for providing anchorage in Brest water 
for twenty-seven sail of the line, stated their rates, thie -flags 
to be borne aboard them, and that anchorage would be like- 
wise wanting for five more, not then ready. The line of 
battle consisted of one of 113, one of 106, eight of 84 and 80, 
twenty of 74 and 64, one of 56j and one of 50 guns. 

The conclusion which this state of facts supported was 
obvious to the most middling capacity, and must equally 
strike the meanest as the most enlightened understanding, 
which was, when Mr. Keppel sailed from Plymouth on 
the 9th of June, with twenty ships, with orders to cruize 
off Ushant for so many days, the admiralty-board must have 
known that there were then thirty ready to proceed to sea 
in Brest water, or they were ignorant of the fact. If the 
former, it was an act of the highest criminality, to risk the 
fate of this country on so great a disparity of force ; nay, 
allowiiig that the French had but twenty-seven ships ready 
for sea, the admiralty-board were no le^ blameablc. Had 
an engagement happened, which must inevitably have been, 
the case had not Mr. Keppel returned* into port, the con- 
sequences would probably have proved fatal to the naval 
power of this country. If the western squadron had been 
defe;?ited, it would have probably gone to the exterminating 
the seeds of a wvy of this country) our trade would have 
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been ruined, our coasts would have been insulted, and there 
would be nothing to prevent d'Orvilliers frofn burning and 
destroying our two great naval arsenals, Portsmouth and 
Plymouth. On the other hand, presuming that the first lord. 
of the admiralty was ignorant of the real naval force of France 
in the Bay, would not the consequences to the nation be the 
same ? And was not his conduct equally criminal ? Neglir 
gence in persons in high trust, to whom the safety and pro- 
tection of the state was committed, was not like negligence 
on ordinary occasions ; negligence in such men amounted tof 
criminality, and for persons in high and responsible situa- 
tions to plead ignorance, in justification of their, misconduct 
and neglect, was, in fact, acknowledging themselves guilty.. 
But this present motion not being immediately directed to 
punishment, but removal, it was enough for him to main- 
tain and prove, that the fate of this nation wai committed to 
an unequal contest, and that those who had wilfully or un- 
designedly led the nation into sp hazardous a situation, 
ought instantly to be removed, as unworthy or unequal to 
the trust committed to their charge. 

It might be said. Is not removal a Mnd of punishment ? 
In some instances it certainly is not. Here it "is meant as 
some degree of punishment, or rather leading to it. Th0' 
removal is incidental, not directly personal, because the ob- 
ject is the pre^ervatioii of the state -, the measure of removal 
is the measure adopted to the attainment of that object. He 
said, the journals of Parliament contained several precedents 
of motions of removal, not proceeded with by evidence 
amounting to criminal conviction. Such were the cases of 
Ae Duke of Lauderdale and Lord Danby, in the reign .of 
Charles II. ; of Lords Somers, Halifax, and Portland, in that 
of King William ; of the Bishop of Worcester, in the Queen's 
reign ; of ' Lord Orford, in the late reign ; and of several 
others, whose names he did not immediately recollect. The 
propriety of the proceeding was manifest j for if the mischief 
was great, and the evil alarming, and no other timely remedy 
could be applied, removal was the only step that could sus- 
pend, or put a period to the evil. In the present instance, 
therefore, if the grounds of complaint were sufficient to sup- 
port the resolution, it called for nothing more to justify re- 
moval. It might be sai^, Are further proceedings to stop here ? 
By no means. His motion was this, he said : *^ That it ap- 
pears to this House, that the^ending Admiral Keppel in the 
month of June last, to a station off the t:oast of France, with 
6 a squa-' 
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a squadron of twenty ships of the line, and four frigates, at 
a time when a French fleet, consisting, as there is great rea- 
son to believe, of thirty-two ships of the line, and certainty 
of twenty-seven, with a great number of frigates, was at 
Brest, and ready to put to sea, was a measure greatly hazard- 
ing the safety of the kingdom, without any prospect of an 
adequate advantage." He was free to acknowledge, that if 
hie carried this motion, he would follow it with another for 
the removal of the first lord of the admiralty : and it would 
then rest with that House, whether the facts stated in his 
motion would not furnish matter sufficient to found upon it 
a parliamentary impeachment. 

He had thus declared his objects without reserve ; he look- 
ed upon Lord Sandwich to be the head and mouth of the 
«dmiralty-board, and of course in every sense responsible for 
its conduct ; and he was the more urged to say so, because 
it would serve to shorten the debate, and prevent the several 
members of that board, who were present in their places, from 
•entering into personal justifications. In their judicial and 
ministerial capacity they were only responsible ; but as they 
had no direct communication with the sovereign ; as they 
were not admitted to his councils ; as their advice was never 
.sought nor taken ; as no one part of the proposition stated in 
the motion, though fully proved, could reach them ; he did 
expect that the gentlemen, occupying seats at that board, ^ould 
not take up the defence of their own conduct, as a proof of 
the innocence of the first lord of the admiralty^ If they could 
controvert the facts, or justify them, in that case the subject 
lay open to them, as it did to every other member ; but as 
they were not answerable for the state of the navy in June last, 
or at any preceding period ; as it was not by their advice the 
squadron under Mr. Keppel was sent to sea ; as they could 
not, in the usual exercise of the powers or functions of their 
office^ be acquainted with the state and condition, the num- 
ber and strength of the Brest fleet ; in fine, as they were 
ignorant of the counsels which dictated the measures of send- 
ing Mr. Keppel to sea, they must, from these several circum- 
stances, be exculpated from all blame on that account, at least, 
from any thing which at present appeared to the contrary. 
The measure, whether wise or injudicious, presented itself to 
them, after it had been considered, matured, and determined 
upon elsewhere. They might retain contrary opinions, but, 
ais a matter of state, previously decided upon in his Majesty's 
councils, they had nothing to do but to obey. The noble Earl 
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at the head of the admiralty, having all the necessary infor- 
mation, could only decide, and be only responsible, and con- 
sequently he expected to hear that sort -of justification w][iich 
went to the measures and conduct of the noble Lord, only, 
relied upon. 

He did not wish to be understood, for he was persuaded of 
the contrary, that although Mr. Keppel had been defeated, 
and a descent made on this kingdom in consequence of that 
defeat, that a conquest would ensue j but he submitted to the 
House, the very perilous situation this nation, in such an 
event, would be reduced to ; and how incumbent it was upon 
the House to pass a marked censure, and express the strongest 
displeasure at the conduct of those who had staked the fate 
of this country on the issue of so hazardous and perilous a 
contest. In the first instance, the possibility of having the 
seeds of all future navies, as it Were, exterminated; in the 
second, putting us to the hazard of contending for our all 
with a raw, undisciplined militia, just embodied, and a very 
inadequate military force, mostly composed of cavalry. He 
would not carry his ideas as far as those entertained by the 
French, that a landing once made, the contest would only 
be, who should possess the Tower of London ; but he would 
say thus much, that without an army, without posts, with- 
out fortresses to interrupt them in their march from the 
water-side, our situation would be indeed terrible, and truly 
alarming. No man trusted more to the spirit and native 
bravery of Britons than he did; yet he could not help think- 
ii^, that in the two possible, nay probable events, of a par- 
tial destruction of our naval force, and an invasion, under 
the circumstances described, the ruin of our trade and com- 
«merce then returning from the four quarters of the globe, 
to the amount of many millions, our want of military pre- 
paration and internal strength, the efiect the whole must 
nave upon public credit, the facility of landing on our coasts, 
and of pouring in troops from time to time, to ahnost any 
amount, the means of supplying them with provisions in a 
few hours, till they had gained a footing in the country, 
held 6ut such a just picture of what might have been the 
consequences of a defeat at sea^ as fully justified the highest 
censiu'e of that House, on the authors of a measure, which 
risked at once our dearest interests, our independence, nay, 
our very existence as a free nation. 

He commented on the part of the admiral's defence which 
he had read soon after he rose, and contended next that their 
treachery to their countrv, the persecution and prosecution 
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of that geritlemaii, demanded the Qtmost indignation of that' 
House. He went into a variety of argumentative proofs to 
shew, that instead of trusting to an inferiority in any engage- 
ment in the nafrow seas, on which the fate of this country 
might possibly depend, we should, as an act of necessary 
prudence and policy, always endeavour to have a decided 
superiority. Our insular situation, the nature of our inter- 
nal defence,, demanded such a precaution ; nay, it was the 
-very idea of the noble Lord himself [Sandwich], who said, 
that we should not only be superior to France alone, but that 
no person was fit to preside oVer the naval department, who^ 
did not, at all times, take care to have a naval force superior 
to that of the whole House of Bourbon united. 

He begged leave to repeat, that he wished for the fullest 
proofs of the truth of the facts stated in his motion ; but 
ilunisters had refused them under various pretences. The 
House acquiesced in that refusal, and he had.no more to say 
on the subject, so far as it respected what had passed. The 
noble Lord in the blue ribbon, besides^ saying that the papers 
called for would give improper information to our enemies, 
said, that those papers would be necessary for the justifica- 
tion of ministers. The moment was then arrived, when they 
Were called upon by the nature of the motion, to produce 
them in their own defence. If they refused it, would it not 
be prima facie evidence, that the production oi them would 
make against and not for them ? They wei*^ refused in a very 
thin House, but. from the present full appearance, he trusted 
that the House would call for th^m, or draw the obvious^ 
conclusion. Be that as it may, if he could not procure the 
very best proofs, he had submitted to the House the next 
best evidence, namely, the papers taken aboard the Licorn^ 
and Pallas, further corroborated, confirmed, and explained, 
by the testimony of the honourable admiral in his place* 
With that intention, and with the permission of the House 
and his honourable relation, he would put such questions to 
him, as he thought were necessary to prove to its satisfaction, 
the two leading facts stated in his motion, that of the 
number of ships under the honourable admird, and the force 
under the command of Mohs. D'Orvilliers, the day the 
former sailed from Plymouth. 

Admiral Keppe! rosty and expressed his feelings on his pre- 
sent embarrassed situation. He said, he was called upon by 
his' honourable friend to answer to several questions, which 
he was satisfied Would fall short of the necessary information. 
He never would, upon any provocation, disclose those secrets • 
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entrusted to him as 9 professional man. As for the informa-* 
lion stated out of liis defence, it was to the best of his know? 
ledge strictly true. He was called into the Kiig's closet in 
November 1776, and consulted by his sovereign. He gave 
liim his opinion like an honest man, at the time, but hear4 
no more on the subject, till called upon by his sovereign last 
March ; the consequence of which was, that he was appoint- 
ed to the command he still retained ; but, to his great disap- 
pointment, when he arrived at Portsmouth, he did not fincj 
above six ships of the line ^' fit to meet a seaman's eye," He 
acknowledged, that great exertions soon succeeded; and that^ 
considering the state of the navy at the period alluded to, 
compared with what it was three months after, the conduct 
of the admiralty4)Qard merited approbation^ 

He then proceeded to ^tate several particulars mentioned 
by Mr. Fox, till he camfs to the taking of the Pallas and Lir 
corne, where the papers read at the table were found. He 
affirmed, he was never more hurt or distressed in his life, than 
on the struggle which arose in his breast upon the occasion ^ 
a struggle between his feelings and his honour, and his duty 
to his king and country. His love of his country, however, 
at length prevailed, and he tiurned his back on his enemy for 
the first time. He returned to his native country with grief 
and anxiety, and lamented that the public safety made it 
necessary^ or that fate shojzld have determined that the; severe 
lot had fallen to his share. 

He was severe upon administration ;' said, he had been 
open ^nd explicit all along ; and that he little expected th^ 
when he had opened the real sentiments of his heart to the 
first Lord of the admiralty, any intentions to ruin and betray 
him were in contemplation. He said, he was not conscious 
of giving any cause of offence, unless pointing out to admini- 
stration where they were wrong, not for the purpose of find- 
ing fault, but in order to prevent the like in future. Whea 
he determined to return home, he threw himself on tlie 
judgment of his country, whose safety and protection was hi^ 
principal object 5 for, he said, had he followed his own feel- 
ings, he certainly should not have returned, be the consej- 
quence what it might. He went into several other particu- 
lars, in the course of which he bestowed the highest com- 
mendations on the conduct of Lord Howe. He disclaimed . 
all connections with administration, at any time ; and said, 
that, considering his state of health, and the uniform con- 
duct of the admuralty-board, it would not be prudent^, nor in 
: Vol. XI. D any 
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^ny way consistent with his hbHotir, to serve again under the 
present board of admiralty, 

Mr. Fox now proceeded to put the questions to him, as a^ 
member, delivering his testimony in his place. The first 
question he put was, How many ships of the line had hd 
under his command, when he sailed from Plymouth? ■ 
Twenty. How many frigates ? 

Here Mr. Brett ros6 to desire that the questions might be 
taken down in writing. The noise being very great, Lor<l 
North and Lord Howe rose at the same instant, but the first 
thing that could be heard was Lord Howe's desiring that the 
honourable Admiral's evidence might be taken down in 
writing. ' . 

Lord North objected to this proposition; said, that no 
notice having been given that witnesses were to be examined, 
it was extremely improper. It would amount to evidence 
only on one side •, and if any motion was meant to be engrafted 
upon the evidence thus given, the House could come to no 
resolution upon it, because it was no more than partial evi- 
dence. He did not apply the word partial to the honourable . 
Admiral, but merely to preserve the order and regularity of 
proceeding, which in matters of accusation always suppased j 
before any decision was had, that witnesses were examined on 
both sides. 

Sir Grey Cooper adopted the same idea, and contended, that 
no step in a criminal prosecution could be taken till the party 
was informed of the nature of his accusation, in order that 
he might be enabled to repel the charge by contrary testis . 
mony.. 

Mr. Fox replied, that his motion contained no matter of 
criminal accusation ; thatj in its utmost extent, it led only to 
removal ; that another species of evidence must be adduced 
to support a criminal accusation; consequently, that the prin- 
ciple laid downdid not apply. The House, when the evidence 
was giveu, would be the best judge whether it was sufficient 
to support his motion upon a plain matter of fact ; if, in the 
month of June last/ Admiral Keppel received orders to pro- 
ceed oW Ushant with twenty ships of the line, while there 
were for certain twenty-seven ships of equal force lying in 
Brest-water ; — and if this fact was proved to the satirfaction 
of the House, hi^ motion must go ; and then the question of 
the noble Earl's removal, as first Commissioner of the Admi- 
ralty, would next present itself to the consideration of the 
House. 
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He begged leave to repeat, that removal did not imply legal 
guilt, or consequent punishment j that the spirit of the con- 
stitution, and tlie usage of Parliament, contradicted any sucU 
idea : that there were numerous precedents in silpport of this 
doctrine, «and particularly in the year 1667, there was one in 
point, when a charge of an ofiensive nature being made against 
the Duke of Lauderdale, one or more members rose in their 
places, who testified that they had heard him tell the King, 
that " your Majesty's edicts are superior to an act of parlia- 
ment." What was the consequence ? • The House, against 
which the conununication was made, instantly agreed to an 
address to the throne, to, remove Lauderdale from his pre- 
sence and councils for ever. 

Mr. Cornwall objected to taking down the evidence of the 
honourable Admiral in writing; observing, that the precedent 
cited did not apply, only as to the removal ; for it did not 
appear that the evidence alluded to in the case of the Duke 
of Lauderdale was conmiitted to writing. 

Mr. Townshend remarked with severity on the word side, 
used by the noble Lord in the blue ribbon. He hoped that, 
in a matter which concerned the safety of the state, he should 
have heard nothing of the word side ; but now he was fully 
convinced, that the whole of the business was conducted on 
the principle of the word side ; that side had sent out the 
Admiral with an inferior force ; that side had refused to thank 
him for saving his country at the risk of his own honour 
and personal security ; that side had depreciated the victory 
of the 27th of July, and called it a defeat ; that sid^ had 
instituted an ill-founded and malicious prosecution against 
him, as a reward of his high and meritorious services j that 
side had refused to testify any mark of displeasure at the 
conduct of his accuser; that side had, on the contrary, shewn 
every mark of approbation to the accuser, and afforded him 
all the protection they dare, consistently with their own im- 
mediate interests ; and that side, by the same spirit of ran- 
corous persecution and malice, wag determined to drive the 
Honourable Admiral for ever from the service of his country. 
He spoke likewise to the point of order, and said it was to 
the highest degree absurd to talk of reccivihg evidence, and 
refuse the making any use of it, which must be the case if 
not committed to writing. 

A most prodigious uproar now succeeded ; order beings however ^ 
restored^ the Speaker said, the evidence must, ifreceivedy he com^ 
mitted to writing. 

D2 Lord 
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Lord Howe proposed that the questions, as well as answers^ 
should be taken down. 

Mr. Byng quoted a precedent in point from the journals,, 
on a debate upon the miscarriage of the last Dutch war^ 
when the Duke of York, afterwards James the Second, conf^*' 
nianded ; for, upon a question of fact arising in the Hoase,^ 
it appeared in the journal, which was read by the clerk, that 
evidence was hnmediately called for, giTcn, and taken down 
in Writing. 

Lord Northj in reply to Mr. Townshend, on the word stJep 
called upon the Speaker j who answered, that no question ' 
could be taken down in writing, in order ta frartie a motiott 
upon the evidence, unless the House was in a previous in*- 
quiry. 

Mr. Byng appealed again to the precedent recited, and 
, added another respecting the examination of the Sheriff at 
the bar, in the case of tlie Brentford riot, at the Middlesex 
election. He observed the very disorderly, unfair manner^ 
the House had proceeded, in respect of the right honourable 
Baronet over the Way [Sir William Meredith], who had pre* 
sented himself three or four times to the House, and though, 
he had a paper in his hand, which he presumed was a mo- 
tion, he was as often obliged to sit down, and two or three 
times to give way, particularly to the noble Lord in the Wue 
ribbon^ 

Mr. AttomefGeneral took up the precedent sq much relied 
Bpoh by the honourable gentleman who spoke last.- He said, 
k appeared T3y the precedent, that there was a committee sit*-^ 
ting at the time of the miscarriages on the Dutch war, and 
that' the evidence given before the House was referred tt> 
that committee. 

Sir WilUam Meredith then moved, " that Admiral Kep*- • 
pel's evidence he taken down by the clerk." 

Lord North ro€fe in warmth, and said he had a motion t^ ' 
'make as well as the right honourable gentleman ; it was not 
mdeed committed to writing,, and if the honourable gentle- 
man made his, he would move the one he intended by way 
of amendment. His amendment was,. ** there being no in- 
quiry instituted by the House." He then used several violerft 
expressions, and after observing that the Speaker had already 
given his opinion against committing the evidence to wrhr- 
mg, made use of the following words: ^* The House is- 
bound by the authority of the chair in all cases whatso- 
•ever." 

Mr. 
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Mr. Fox moved, that those words be taken down. This 
gave bhth to great noise and confusion. The words given 
to the clerk to be taken down, were not the exaft word§ 
spoken; the uproar being too great for the clerk to hear, or 
the members to recollect. 

Lord Rorth to palliate, but refused in effeft to explain ; 
but at length he qualified the expression, in the following 
manner: *' The House is bound by. the power of the chair 
in almost all cases, if — and here he said he was interrupted—* 
if the House should so determine J'* 

This apology was accepted. 

Mr. Dempster called upon the chair to give his opinion. 
He contended it was his duty, and in the warmth of expres- 
sion said, if he refused, he would complain of him to hk 
£Mr. D/s] constituents. 

Sir. Fletcher Norton then rose, said he had no predileSion 
one way or the other ; that in the performance of his duty 
he cared for neither side of the House ; that he did not dip 
in the politics of any or either party, and he called Almighty 
God to bear witness, that what he was going to say,, pro- 
ceeded from his real opinion. His opinion then was, that 
^he evidence could not be committed to writing, without 
<here had been an enquiry before the House. 

The question being put, after three hours debate and al- 
tercation iipbn Lord NcMth's amendm<;nt, it was carried, by 
« majority of 208 to 169. 

As soon as the members returned into the House, the 
question was put on Sir William Meredith's motion thus / 
amended, which passed in the negative without a division. 

Mr. Fox then proceeded to put several other questions to 
Mr. Keppel, wliich were answered substantially, as he had 
stated them in his speech. 

He observed* as soon as this scene was closed, that the 
motion for taking down die questions aiid answers in writing, 
was lost by the opinion delivered from th^ chair. He was 
-satisfied that the chair had afted striftly impartially ; yet, he 
could not help observing, that the chair, when first consulted, 
answered without reserve, ** that the evidence ought to be 
Jakeri down by the clerk." 

The S/^^if/' replied, that the honourable gentleman had 
omitted the latter part of the sentence, which was, *^ if 
the House was in an enquiry." 

Mr. Fo9c resumed his speech. He declared, he w^s per- 
• fcfUy satisfied with the proofs contained in the answers given 

D S . by 
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by his honourable relation, that the fleet scht under his com- 
mand was considerably inferior to that of France then pre-« 
paring to sail from Brest. He descanted, for a considerable 
time, on the negligence, obstinacy, or designed treachery of 
ministers, their credulity in trusting to the as3urances of 
France, when so often warned from that side of the House ; 
and when they had adhial information of the formidable 
nayal armament going on at Brest and Toulon ; their indo- 
lence and unpardonable inattention to the measures neces- 
sary for our home defence, and the security of our distant 
possessions and dependencies. 

To conclude, the only defence which administration could 
set up was, either to plead that they did not know the eflFec-* 
tive strength of France, or that they did ; in either of which 
cases, he should leave it with the judgment of the House, 
whether their condu£l was not highly culpable ? And whe- 
ther, in the first instance, they ought not to be immediately 
removed, particularly the noble Lord, who was, from his 
pfHce, more particularly responsible for the measures pursued 
and adopted in his own proper department? His motion, as 
he observed before, did not go so far as the noble Lord's re- 
moval; but, if it should meet with the approbation of a ma- . 
jority, he meant most certainly to follow it with a proposi- 
tion to that eife^t. He then delivered his motion in at the 
table, which see at the bottom of page 29. 

Lord Mulgrave made a very long defence. To the written 
proofs on th.e table, he replied, that they were the most Iqose 
and indefinite imaginable, They were without date, and con- 
tained no more than an order to the pilots to provide ancho- 
rage for so many ships of such and such rates ; but no proof 
that any such ships were in existence : nay, to come to the 
fair conclusion, the paper proved the contrary ; for it con- 
tained evidence, not that the ships were ready for sea, but 
that anchorage for them in Brest water was ordered, when 
they should be ready. 

If the written evidence was defeftive, the- parole evidence 
lof the honourable Admiral in his place, must be equally so ; 
J)ecau§e it was founded on the written. It is true, the ho- 
nourable Admiral had gone into a variety of matter not at 
^11 connefSled with the motion* on the table. It might, if 
correctly stated, have been admitted as proof of previous 
negligence, but did not apply to the period mentioned in the 
n^otipn, which was specificajly confined to the state and con- 
dition 
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dition of our naval force in the month of June. Indeed, in 
his opinion, the honourable Admiral might have as well in- 
troduced the history of his whole life. His counsel might 
have advised him to it in their professional capacity, a matter 
very proper to be introduced into his defence, upon a crimi- 
nal prosecution, otherwise, were the honourable Admiral to 
follow his own judgment, he was convinced he would have 
contented himself with replying to the charges m^de against 
him, independent of any extraneous matter. 

Here his Lordship entered into a long detail of proofs, to 
shew, that the fleet in the preceding November, as had 
been affirmed by a noble Earl in another assembly, consisted 
of 35 ships of the line ready for a^hial service, and some 
more in such a state of forwardness as to be ready in a few 
days. He named the ships, their rates, &c. and instead of 
thirty-six or thirty-eight, according to the assertion of the 
honourable gentleman who made the motion, he said the 
number amounted to forty-four a'£bially ready in June, four 
jnore ready in a few days, including those left behind and 
. those ready for sea which afterwards joined the Admiral, be- 
fore the engagement of the twenty-seventh of July, making 
in the whole forty-eight or forty-nine. 

In answer to the charges of criminality or negleft, he 
said there was no proof of either. The fleet under Mr. 
Kcppel consisted of twenty ; that adhially ready for sea at 
Brest, but of seventeen ; so that by every rate of naval war- 
fare established in this country, he had a riglit to say, that 
twenty ships of the line, with a large proportion of three 
deckers, might, without any imputation of a crime, be 
thought a match for seventeen French. 

He said, there was one circumstance which happened, 
that confirmed him more than any other, that the French 
fleet, even so late as the 23d or 24th June, was inferior to the 
western squadron ; that was, the merchantmen, which were 
permitted to pass unmolested through the squadron, the day 
the Pallas and Licorne frigates were taken. The strength of 
the British fleet must have been known to them. Why 
then if the Brest squadron had such a superiority, as thirty- 
two, or even twenty-seven, why not instantly proceed to sea 
in quest of the British fleet ? What was the consequence ? 
Though M. lyOrvilliers was in possession of this informa- 
tion, he did not quit Brest water till the 8th of July, a pe- 
riod of almost three weeks after the receipt of this intor- 
mfition, 

D4 The 
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The honourable Admiral had said, when h'e found thfc 
strength of the French fleet, though he did not call ^ 
council of war, as by the custom of the navy such councils 
iiad fallen into disuse, he had consulted several cf his officers, 
what was most fit to be done, who were of opinion, that it 
would be "most proper to return. — All he could say as to 
that was, he had not consulted him. — He was separated 
Trom the fleet, and when he opened his orders, thotigh he did 
not approve of them, he chearfully obeyed and acquiesced, 
under the idea that thie honourable Admiral's long experience 
enabled him to judge and determine, what would be mo^ 
likely to advance the service. 

His Lordship then gave an history of the conduft of Lord 
Iflawke, who chearfully undertook a similar service, with six 
'ships only, in the summer of 1758, when a rumour had been 
spread, that France was preparing to invade us, on a cruis^e 
of fourteen days, when administration sent out orders to hiiti 
*to return. Those orders, hotvever, never reached him ; and 
the Admiral did not return till hie performed the service he 
was sent on, that of watching the motions and learning the 
strength of the enemy, and protefting our trade. Hiis Lord- 
ship read a copy of an answer of LOrd Hawke to the admi- 
ralty-board, in which that able and gallant seaman told thiem, 
that he would never return into port, or negledt his duty, 
when the enemy had only a trifling superiority. 

He treated the bugbears raised by the honourable' gentle-? 
man who made the motion, of the fatal consequences of a 
defeat, as the mere creatures of a warm imagination. He 
presumed, that even if the worst had happened, that Mn 
Keppel had been defeated, the enemy would not liave pro- 
cured a viftory so cheaply, as to be ready to follow it with 
the burning of our naval arsenals. On the contrary, it was 
probable,* that in such a coiiflidt, -they would be so roughly 
handled as to return to their own ports to refit. — ^The only 
'engagement in which the French proved vidlors at sea, wasi 
that under Lord Torrington, ofl^ Beachy-head, in King Wil-? 
liarn's time^ and Uien, instead of 'pursuing the advantage 
they had gained, or attacking of Portsmouth or Plymouth, 
instead, in the language of the honourable gentleman, of atr 
tempting " to exterminate the seeds of all future navies in 
this country," they contented themselves with the honour of 
the viftory, and retired, very prudently, to their own ports, 
in Order to repair the daihages they had sustained in battle. 

His 
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His Lordship concluded with reserving to himself the liberty 
<tf again rising to explain, or reply to any objection whic^ 
might be made to the facts and arguments he had now stated. 
Admiral Keppel replied, and began with remarking that the 
noble Lord had called his defence uncommon, and had -said 
that he might as Vvell have given the whole history of his life 
in it, as many things he had thought proper to oiFer to the court. 
The noble Lord had also saii-that it would have been more 
proper for him to have trusted to himself, and that he was 
not, in his opinion, obliged to his advisers. He entertained 
very different sentiments ; he thought himself highly in- 
debted to his counsel, and as long as he lived should own his 
gratitude to them, and consider that but for them he might 
have fallen a sacrifice to one of the most uncommon attacks 
that ever was made on an officer. The noble Lord seemed 
to have forgot that his defence did in fact contain the history 
of his life, for that' he had mentioned in it his forty years 
services. The noble Lord said that he never consulted him 
upon the subject of his return to port. It was very true. The 
-noble Lord was a young officer, and he would not put him 
totiie difficulty of giving his opinion on the subject. Young 
men were generally eager to fight, and knew not what pru- 
dence and discretion meant. It was right to send them out 
• where bravery and personal exertion were the only requisites, 
but it was wrong to place them in situations that demanded 
thought, deliberation, and judgment. He did not much re- 
gard the sentiments of young officers on points respecting 
which officers of great experience were only competent to 
judge, but he had heard, since he last came home, that the 
noble Lord disapproved of his return for a reinforcement. 

The noble Lord had alluded to the conduct of Lord Hawkc, 
Jn wha^ he deemed a similar situation, in ^he year 1758 5 he 
wished the noble Lord had recollected the circumstances, and 
considered bow far the two situations did or did not agree. 
"Was Lord Hawke sent out to meet a powerful enemy ? What 
Vere his instructions ? What were the objects in view in 
sending him out ? The noble Lord, jf he was acquainted 
^ith those instructions, could easily distinguish between the 
difference of object and difference of situation. He was a 
young officer himself aboard IjOtA, Hawke's fleet. He well 
remembered they did not go out to fight the French, but 
to watch them. He made no doubt if the noble Lord, who 
commanded that little squadron, had met with the enemy, 
fhat'he woui4 not -haVe turned -his back upon them on ac- 
count 
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fount of a trifling superiority, but he should be very sorry 
to hear that great naval officer ever represented and held out 
that false supposition, by way of example, as ready to 
rush upon inevitable destruction, fooner tlian turn his back 
upon an enemy whose decided superiority would ensure them 
certain victory. 

The only colour of defence set up by the noble Lord was, 
that we not only had an ec^aiity, but there was no evi- 
dence that we had not. The first was evident, for if there 
had been either thirty-two or twenty-seven ships of the line 
in Brest-water, the French merchantmen, which were per- 
Eiitted to pass through our fleet unmolested, having given 
intelligence, if the French fleet had been* ready to go to sea, 
they would instantly have let slip their cables and taken ad^. 
vantage of their superiority ; and as to the Written evidence, 
printed without date, &c. it amounted to just nothing ; it 
might relate to any other fleet, or any other circumstance, as 
well as that to which it was applied. 

On the first he must observe, that it would have been a 
measiu^e extremely hazardous for D'Orvilliers to trust himself 
to sea with twenty-seven or even thirty-two ships of the line, 
until he had authentic information whether Admiral Byron 
had left the Channel, and was on his way across the Atlantic j 
. the wind besides might not be favourable for leaving Brest } • 
. and the truth was, that as soon as Mr. Byron's destination 
• was known at Paris, and that orders reached Brest for the 
squadron to proceed to sea, D'Orvilliers immediately weighed 
anchor. It was not the mere sailing from Plymoutli of Mr, 
Byron that determined the resolution of the French cabinet, 
but a moral certainty of the destination of the force undqr 
his command. How was it possible for the merchantmen to 
report more than they saw ? that they had met with a 
British fleet of twenty ships of the line, with three flags ; or 
. how could the minister of marine, upon such information, 
hazard the fleet of France, till he was perfectly satisfied^ the 
British naval force was divided, and that, instead of twenty, 
there might not have been actually under his command 
thirty-five, for so many, hicluding the twp ships left behind, 
were then actuaUy fit for sea. 

As for the noble Lord's comments on the writt^ evidence, 
his Lordship must have known that it was not the papers 
found aboard the Pallas and Licorne that solely determined 
his judgment of the efiective strength of the French fleet, 
but the e^4minatioji of several prisoners examined separately, 

w!hQ 
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who all agreed in the same account, that, when they left 
Brest some days before, there were twenty-seven ships ^f'thc 
line ready for sea, and five more in a great state of forward- 
ness ; and he appealed to the noble Lord himself, whether it 
was possible for those five ships, if they had not been nearly 
ready for sea, to have sailed out of Brest on the 8th of July 
•following, equipped for the battle. 

The noble Lord had laid great stress on the impropriety 
of an officer declining to meet an enemy 'with a trifling su- 
periority against him. He agreed so -far with the noble 
Lord, that, a trifling superiority, in the opinion of the com- 
mander, ought to be always balanced by a proper confidehce 
in the skill, spirit', and native bravery of the officers and sea- 
men under his command. When he sailed from Plymouth 
he went fully impressed with this idea. He was informed 
that the Brest fleet consisted of no more than seventeen sail of 
the line fit for actual hostile service ; but, however confidently 
this assurance was given him, he measured jthem in his own 
mind at twenty-four ; and in that opinion was determined 
not to avoid them: but when from the papers on the 
table, and the accounts received from persons taken on 
board the frigates, he was convinced that the French force 
co'nsisted of twenty-seven, for he confessed he did not rate it 
higher (though he is now satisfied that it consisted of thirty- 
two) he thought it his duty most reluctantly, so far as it con- 
cerned himself and the honour of the British flag, to re- 
turn into port for a reinforcement, and not risque the honour 
and dearest interests of this country in so unequal a contest. 
If fate had otherwise determined, and that the squadron 
under his command had been obliged to contend with such 
^superiority of force, though he dare not answer for the 
event, he was firmly persuaded that the victory, if that 
should be the case, would be dearly purchased ; and that the 
British seamen would do every thing which the most sanguine 
expectations could promise from -men overborne by superior 
force and numbers. 

Sir Edward Dering mentioned his long acquaintance and 
personal obligations he owed to the; first Lord of the admi- 
ralty, against whom the present motion was manifestly in- 
tended, and his honourable friend who spoke last ; but if 
Parliament, or that House, had any controul over the execu- 
tive part of government, he was clearly of opinion that 
there was evidence sufficient before the House to justify the 
present proposed vote. Was there a man in the first instance 

in 
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in the House who could fairly lay his hand on his heart, and 
say that the French was not superior to us at sea, as soon as 
Mr. Byron left the Channel in his way to North America ? 
Was there a second, taking in'all the circumstanecs of risque 
and evident danger, who could say that the noble Lord, who 
had led the nation into this perilous situation, was any longer 
fit to preside in our marine coimcils ? « 

Sir Edward, in the course of his speech, let fall a great 
many expressions promotive of mirth and good humour ; but 
there was mixed with this extraneous matter no small ppr«- 
tion of quickness of conception, and a particular shrewdness 
•of observation ; both of which gave birth to the following 
speech of Lord North. 

Lord North said, he was not surprised at what had fallen 
fram the honourable gentleman who spoke last. Honourable 
gentlemen who were absent from the debate, or being fatigued 
from sitting up late, or from any other cause, had thought 
proper to refresh themselves, came down in good humour 
to give their own opinions^ but frequently mistook th*e 
^question, being totally ignorant of what had passed while 
they were away. The honourable gentleman who now sstt 
down — ^Herc nis Lordship was peremptorily called to ordcjr 
from every side of the House. — ^He begged pardon, he said.; 
all he meant to say was, that gentlemen frequently mistook 
the question, and he hoped that was not disorderly. 

His Lordship now proceeded to consider the question as it 
£iirly presented itself to the House. First, whether there was 
evidence to support the motion ; secondly, if there was evi* 
, dence, whether the admiralty board, from the general situa- 
tion of public affairs, was not fully justified in their conduct ? 

On the first of those his Lordship made a very elaborate 
speech, containing not a syllable of new matter, but merely 
the facts and arguments stated and urged by Lord Mulgrave, 
dressed up in diferent words, pressed with remarkable energy 
sind confidence, and strewed up and down with personal 
attacks and observations on the Jionourable gentleman who 
made the motion. 

He said, the paper foimd aboard the frigates contained only 
an order to provide anchorage 5 that if the Brest fleet was 
superior, it would not have remained in harbour till the 8th 
of July, after receiving information of our real strength by 
the merchantmen which wene suffered to pass unmolested } 
and that, consequently, instead of there being any proof that 
ther^ were thirty^two, or jeven twenty^scven^ps of the line 

in 
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in Brest w^ter ready for sea> the evidence bore tte other tray i 
for the fair conclusion was, that, if they had so considerate 
a superiority over the western squadron, D'Orvilliers would ^ 
' have instantly proceeded to sea ; that he did not so, and only ^ 
sailed with thirty-two on the 8th of July, proved that he had 
no such force ready, and that he sailed on that day with na 
AiOre than thirty-two, which was hardly probable, if there 
were thirty-two ready early in June. 

, The second question, allowing that the evidence on the 
table further corroborated by the testimony of the honourable 
Admiral in his place, had proved that there were thirty-two 
Or twenty-«even ships of the line ready for sea at Brest early 
m June, whether the admiralty-board was justifiable in 
acting as thef had. This might be divided under two heads. 
Did the admiralty know of this force ? and, knowing it,^ere 
they justifiable in sending Mr. Keppel to sea ? For his part^ 
he knew of no such force being ready for sea at Brest at the 
period alluded to, and if it was criminal to be ignorant of 
' that circumstance, as stated by the honourable gentleman "who 
made the motion, he had the impudence, in the language of the 
same honourable gentleman, to avow his ignorance of the fact 
at the. instant* he was speaking. — But to come fairly and di- 
rectly to the second question ; supposing that ministers had 
known the fact, would gentlemen contend that in a war with 
^France we were to run no risque ? Let gentlemen consider 
what this nation had at stake at the time, no less than the whole 
of the trade from the East Indies, Jamaica, the West Indies, 
and the coast of Africa. Fleets returning from Spain, Portugal> 
and the Mediterranean. — [Great disorder in the House at the - 
mention of the word Mediterranean.] — Gentlemen might 
laugh, but indecent and unparliamentary as such a conduct cer- 
tainly was, he declared that no noise or disorder should prevent 
him from pursuing his argument. — Attend then to the circumr* 
stances: though administration had the fullest and mo$t 
specific information, that there were thirty-two ships of the 
line teady for sea when Mr. Keppel sailed with twenty, would 
it not be proper that Mr. Keppel should have been sent out, 
both as a convoy with the outward bound fleet, and in order to 
protect the several merchant fleets then daily expected to re- 
turn from the different parts of the globe } so that taking the 
conduct of administration in either light, as knowing or not 
knowing the fact stated in the motion, which he must observe 
again was supported by no evidence, sufficient to warrant the 
House to come to the vote desired ; their conduct was equally 
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dictated by policy and prudence, if no such fact existed. Admi- 
nistration must have acted as they did} if the fact was as had 
been stated by the honourable gentleman, administration had 
adopted the measure as applicable to the then situation of af- 
fairs. The Admiral, indeed, had returned before the arrival of 
the first West India fleet, but he had no doubt, nevertheless, 
but his presence in the Bay, had facilitated its safe arrival. — . 
After inforcing those arguments, in a variety of lights, his 
Lordship observed, that the present motion was meant to Ipad 
to a vote of censure on the first Lord of the Admiralty, in his 
official capacity ; but he desired gentlemen, before they pro- 
ceeded to a vote, to understand, that such a vote as that intend- 
ed by the honourable gentleman to follow the present, would 
not be a censure merely of the first Lord of the Admiralty, but 
of all his Majesty's confidential servants. — He himself was 
equally criminal with the noble Earl; so was every other ef- 
ficient member of the cabinet. If it was criminal to send out 
Admiral Keppel with twenty ships, he co-operated in the mea- 
sure, and advised it, as well as the noble Earl. The noble Earl 
at the head of the admiralty was only responsible for his 
share. It was a crime in common, or no crime. Indeed, a case 
might happen, in which acting merely ministerially, the noble 
Earl might be obliged to execute officially what he had pre- 
viously disapproved of in council, by being over-ruled by a 
majority of the King's servants. So that, whatever determi- 
nation the House might think proper to come to, he wished 
to have it understood, as an inevitable conclusion, tliat there 
was no possibility, without being guilty of the most manifest 
injustice, of directing the intended vote of censure against 
any one particular member of the cabinet, without involving 
the whole in its consequences. If any member of the cabi- 
net was censurable, on the present occasion, so was every 
other person who had a voice in his Majesty's councils. 

The honourable gentleman had thought proper again to re- 
fer to words which had fallen from him in a former debate, 
relative to Admiral Keppel's return to port. It was unpar- 
liamentary, and contrary to order, to make such allusions, but 
as the honourable gentleman had been so disorderly, he must 
of necessity follow him. The honourable gentleman had, . 
on a former occasion, declared that administration had 
blamed Admiral Keppel for returning to port; he had then 
felt it necessary to say, that he had never heard of any such 
blame; that no blame was ascribable to the honourable Ad- 
miral, for that the prudence , and propriety of the measure 

was 
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was an ample justification of it. This expression l^d been 
much cavilled at; on what ground he could not possibly 
guess. The words were simple in their import^ obvious in 
their application. Did the honourable gentleman mean to 
say that the honourable Admiral's return was not prudent 
• and proper ? Or what would he have had him said more im- 
mediately to the point? The honourable gentleman also had 
talked of the Admiral's instructions being with-held from 
him as a matter of defence on his late trial ; and the honour- 
able Admiral had himself repeated the assertion. Did not the 
honourable Admiral recollect what had passed on that head 
between him and administration? Did he not remember that^ 
on his application, word had been sent him that any part of 
his instructions that went to the matter contained in the 
charge exhibited against him, which he should point out, 
should immediately be copied and transmitted to him, but 
that it was thought unwise and unnecessary to lay before the 
public his whole instructions just at present? Unnecessary, 
because muph of them had no reference to the charge upon 
which he was to be tried; and unwise, because a publication 
of the instructions at large would disclose to the enemy mat- 
ters of a ver/ important nature, and highly proper to be 
kept secret. The honourable gentleman had also said a good 
deal respecting his having expressed a desire that tlie papers 
lately moved for might not be produced. Did the honour- 
able gentleman recollect that he had himself in his speech 
declared, that the enquiry proposed going into, could be 
proceeded upon without those papers: The same objection 
still remained against the production of the. papers desired. 
They might be the means of discovering our channel of in- 
formation, respecting what was going on in the Pr«:nch naval 
arsenals. A period might arrive, and that perhaps not very 
far distant, when those papers might be produced with pre- 
priety and safety to all persons; whenever it should, he as- 
sured the honourable gentleman, that he would be one of the 
first to grant them, and if he had said that those papers 
would justify administration, as stated by the honourable 
gentleman, though he did not recollect that any such expres- 
sion had fallen from him, he was inclined to think, he had 
not exceeded the bounds of truth. His Lordship concluded 
with giving his negative to the question. 

Admiral Keppel replied to such parts of the last speech as 
particularly applied to his own conduct. He said, there was 
a remarkable* sting in one of the noble ^ Lord's expressions, 

which 
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which he hoped did not originate in design^ though it did 
palpably in mistake and misconception^ where he said> the 
main object of sending him out, was for the protection of 
the homeward bound fleets, but that he had return^ inta 
port, before the arrival of that from the WestJndies. Bf 
the noble Lord's expressions' were to be trusted to as sinpere^* 
he had done right in returning, therefore, the noble Lord 
might with great propriety have spared the observation, and 
not make a charge, which, however softened, amoanted taa 
charge of a direct breach of du^y, and that concerning ^ 
point, which, in the language of the noble Lord, was the 
main object of sending him oilt. He begged leave to re« 
mind the noHe Lord, that the protection of the returning 
trade fleets formed no part of his instructions^ nor did ha 
know any thing, that his command was directed tq thd 
safety of those fleets till after his return into port, when ha 
received a letter from Mr, B^^'ton Long, chairman of the 
committee of West-India merchants. That was the first ha 
heard of it, though he agreed with the noble Lord, that his 
appearance at sea might have proved of essential service in 
that particular. 

He would recommend to the noble Lord, to be more caro^ 
fill in alluding to any part of his instructions, and to be 
doubly careful, not by inference and in the way of argUi* 
ment, to represent them as containing matter which thej 
really did not; the latter was by no means defensible, and 
the former was uncandid. He looked upon himself boundf 
iti the most sacred and solemn manner, not to divulge ai^ 
part of them. He had hitherto carefully adhered to that 
idea, and was much surprised to hear his Lordship refer to 
them in debate, when he must know that he was tied up ioi 
honour, and from the nature of his situation, from giving 
$uch answers in justification, as the tenor of the instruo* 
tions might warrant. 

The noble Lord, in answer to what had been urged by his 
honourable relation, of such parts of his instructions as 
might serve him upon his defence, being denied him, said, 
that no part of them was denied, but such as did not apply tp 
the charge, and would at the same time disclose to tlie enemy, 
matters of a very important nature, and highly proper to be 
kept secret. Would the noble Lord fairly undertake to say, 
upon recollection, that that was the true state of the case ? 
He had too high an opinion of the veracity of the noble 
I^ord to believe he would. The fact was, as it had been 
2 stated 
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stated hj his hon. relation. He applied for leave to produce 
such part of the instructions, as had b6en described by the 
npble Lord, such as had only reference to the charge pre- 
ferred against him, not for the instructions at large. He 
was Refused it, as containing matter npt proper for the pub-^ 
lie eye. He applied a secpnd time, for other parts, where 
even a colour of objection did not appear against the grants 
ing his request. He proved unsuccessful in both applica- 
tions. The first by a direct denial; the second time he re^ 
ceived an answer, that it would be proper for the board to 
take time to consider. He never heard more on the sub* 
ject, and was Idt to his defence without a part of it; which, 
if matters had taken a difierent turn from what they did, 
would have left him to an issue of life and death, while- the 
most material part of his grounds of justification were with- 
held. 

The noble Lord had laboured with his wonted ingenuity 
and ability, to impeach the evidence of the facts stated in 
the motion ; but, in his opinion, very unsuccessfully. The 
printed papers he had treated as a mere matter inapplicable 
to the state of any existing fleet. Was that really the case? 
Did not it describe an existing fleet, which was at sea in a 
very few days after ? Did it not contain a list of the names 
of ships, number of men, guns, &c. which engaged him on 
the 27th of July. If a paper containing the anchorage, 
or an order of anchorage, for l^s ships at Portsmputh and 
Plymouth, previous to his sailing, had fallen into the hand^ 
of the French, and that the ships therein natned had 
met the squadron under D'Orvilliers, would not that pa^ 
per furnish sufficient evidence to that gentleman and the 
French court, that there had been such a force in Plymouth 
and Portsmouth harbour? But he observed that the noble 
Lord was as eager to dwell on the insufficiency of the written 
evidence, as he was careful to avoid mentioning the infor- 
mation given by some of the sailors aboard the Padlas and Li- 
come, which was more specific and circumstantial. He 
transmitted that information to the admiralty board; why 
was not that prodjiyxd? Or, if it did not come within the 
literal meaning of the order for papers, why did not his 
Lordship argue, with l;he same freedom, on the improbability 
of the parole testimoiiy, as the written evidence? The rea- 
son was clear, the noble Lord knew that the facts stated In 
the paper were corroborated by the testimony of some of 
the crews of the Pallas and Licome; that satisfied him of 
Vot.Xr* £ \3w^ 
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the fact, and cliiefly induced him to return; and lie doubted^ 
that there was a single person present, who w^s not .per- 
suaded, that the evidence was su^h, as taken tdgether iEiiHy 
justified him in concluding, that there were tweiHy-seven, if 
not thirty-two ships of the line in the port and harbpur dT 
. Brest fit for sea, oh the day of the capture of the tw6^ 
Traich frigates. 

He mentioned several other particulars, and said, diat Bf 
lie was ever to accept of a command again, be would take 
'care not to leave the Channel with a westerly wind bkiw- 
ing in his teeth. It retarded the operations of the fleet; it 
^ave the enemy the wind 5 it left them, in some measure, the 
•advantage of engaging at pleasure, or returning into porf^ . 
and of course counterbalanced every advantage of native 
Iw^avery and superior skill on our side. He believed he 
should never again be put to the trial; for, considering fliie 
manner he kad been treated by ministers, he could n^ver 
think of resuming a command under them ; because what- 
ever his inclinations might be to advance the interests of 
Jiis coumry, it would be impossible tp do it efiectually, sor 
long as those who employed him withheld their confidence 
and protection. 

Lord North apologized to the honourable Admiral; saici 
he had not the most distant intention of alluding to his in- 
structions, or a supposed breach of them. He was of opi-^ 
nion, that the honourable Admiral acted very properly ih 
returning into port. , "When he spoke of the safe return of 
the West-India fleet, he only mentioned it as a fact, to shew 
the good effects of sending the western squadron to sea, sup- 
posing that it had been inferior to that of France. 

hord Honve entered into a professional investigation of 
what had fallen in the course of the debate from the two 
'tioble Lordsr 

He justified the propriety of sending Lord Hawke in the 
year 1758 to sea, with six ships only, to a certain statiorl, 
to protect our trade, and to seek intelligence ; because it 
was applicable to the then situation of affairs ; but this was 
a very diifRrent measure, from sending, a large effective 
' squadron, the chief defence of the trad^ and kingdom, to 
meet a force infinitely superior. 

If a squadron for mere intelligence and general protection 

. had been sent out, it ought to have been a small one, which 

could have instantly retired homeward, without bringing any 

imputation on the British flag. It would have answered 

every 
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every present purpose, and hj the time that it cho$e or was 
compelled to return into the Channel, the grand fleet would 
have been able to proceed to sea to meet the enemy 5 and he 
was of opinion, that stationing a large fleet off the coast of 
France, was a very improper and hazardous measure. The 
ships, particularly the large ones, were liable to receive great 
damage, the crews got sickly, and if a strong southerly gale, 
or south east, or even south wester, should spring up, the 
fleet would be in great danger, particularly if it lay in with 
the French shore off Brest; because, in that event, it might 
:be extremely diflicult to weather Ushant. Indeed this rea- 
soning applied to every given station that could well be 
imagined, where the purpose of defending our own coasts 
from an invasion was the principal object in view. He 
could affirm, from his own knowledge, tluit a station off 
Brest was a 'dangerous station, and should never be taken but 
upon great emergencies. 

As to the idea thrown out by the noble Lord in the blue 
ribbon, that the sending Mr. Keppel to sea was by way of 
convoying the outward bound trade, it was quite new to 
him. If that was all that was intended, why not give him 
orders to convoy the fleet into the sea, and then return into 
port ? On the other hand, he understood, that Mr. Keppel's 
instructions were to make a stationary cruize, within certain 
limits. 

The general reasoning of the two noble Lords was in- 
deed very extraordinary, the noble Lord in the blue ribbon 
in particular. He applauds the conduct of the honourable 
Admiral, for his returning into port, and at the same time 
contends, that his force was superior, that is, he grants the 
conclusion, but denies the prcinis^s from which that conclu- 
sion is drawn. If Mr. Eleppel was superior to the Brest 
fleet, he merited censure, not praise, for turning his back 
upon an inferior enemy; if he was inferior, then the premises, 
which are the facts stated in the motion, are incontroverti- 
bly true. Such are the absurdities men are drove to, when 
they find it their interest to deny what they know to be 
true. It is however an instance of the noble Lord's can- 
dour, to push his argument no farther tlian he thinkf it 
necessary for his own defence, and that of his colleagues in 
office. His Lordship is conscious how unjust it would be 
to make such a charge as applying to the honourable Admi- 
ral's conduct, and how necessary it is for him %o found his 
justification upon that ground. 

E 2 ^^& 



52 



PARLIAMENTARY 



A. HTS- 



His Iiordship then entered into several partictilars Tespcct- 
ing the navy, and condemned the cquipmcJnt of the ships, 
the manner of their being manned, and the impolicy of 
dismissing the midshipmen from the service during the late 
peace. He could easUy therefore conceive the propriety of 
the honourable Admiral's expressions, that there was so few 
ships fit to meet a seaman's eye, when he went down to in- 
spect into the state of the fleet at Portsmouth ; for he be^ 
lieved there wer6 very few which would be found to an- 
swer that description, in the opinion of those who had had 
an opportunity of knowing the state and condition oS our 
ships towards the close of the late war. 

Lord Mulgrave made a short reply relative to the want of 
petty officers 5 said that midshipmen had returned fai great 
numbers to the service as soon as they were really wanting; 
and the lieutenants list was the clearest proof, that very few 
had been admitted to that rank, but such as had obtained it 
by the course of service necessary td a knowledge of their 
profession. 

At a quarter past one o'clock the question was put, and 
the House divided, ayes 170, noes 204, and adjourned to 
the next day. 
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William Lygon 


Ditto 


■ 


"iion. Andrew Foley 


Droitwich 




Edward Wi^nington 


Ditto 






Bewdley 


Lord 'VyestcotC 




Worc^ter 


J.Walsh 


Am^oBC Goddard 


Wilts 




Hon. Willianj Henry ^ 




Bouverie 


Salisbury 




"Williafla Hussey 


Ditto 






Devizes 


Charles G^th 




Marlborough 


Hon. James Brnd^cQ 




Chippenham 






Ditto 


Sir Edward Bayntun 


Rt. Hon. Isaac Barre Cali^c 




J0H9 Dunning 


Ditto 




Hon, Charles Fo3^ 


Malmsbury 


William Strahan 




Cricklade 


John Dewar 


Henry Dawkins 


Hindon 


Archibald M^Don^ad 


Will. A'Court Ash^ 


Heytesbury 


Hon. Wil. Gordon 


Nathaniel Bayley 


Westbury 


Ho«, T. F. WenmftQ: 


Robert Scott 


Wotten Bassett Hon, H, St, John 


Lord G. Gordon 


Luggershail 




Henry JHerbcrt 


Wilton 




John Cooper 


Drowiiton 


Sir-Philip Hal«» 


' . * . : . • 


B^dwin 
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For the motbn, 
John Trevamiion 



Sir Edward Dermg 
Charles Brett 
WiUidm Nedham 



T. A. Smith 
Sir. W. W. Wynne 
Sir Roger Mostyn 
Sir H. Mackworth 
E. L. Vaughan 



Sir A. Fergussoa 
Qeorge Dempster 



Against the motion. 
John Henniker 
Rt. hon. C. Jenkinsoa 
Lord Vis. Fahnerston 
Sir Charles Farnaby 
Rich^d Jackson 
Hon. Tho. Onslow 
William Dickinson 
Philip Stephens 
Lord Gage 
George Medley 
Cha. W. ComwaU 
Charles Morgan 
Charles Gould 
Earl of Lisbume 
Thomas Jones, jun. 
Rt. hon. Geo. Rice 



Dover 

Hastings 

Ditto 

Hythe 

Romney 

Rye 

Ditto 

Sandwich 

Seaforth 

Ditto 

Winchelsea 

Breconshire 

Brecon 

Cardiganshire 

Cardigan 

Carmarthensh. 

Caernarvonshire 

Denbighshire 

Flintshire 

Cardiff 

Merionethshire 

Montgomery Witshed Keene 

Radnorshire Thomas Jones, sen. 

Radnor Edward Lewis 

SCOTLAND. 

Ayrshire 
St.Andrew's,&c. 

Anstruther, &c.Hon. Geo. Damer. 
Banfishire Earl of Fife 

Berwickshire James Pringle 
Brechin, &c. Adam Drummond 
Dunbartonshire Sir A. Edmonstone 
Edinburgh Sir Laurence Dundat 
Elginshire Hon. Arthur Duff 

Fifeshire .J. T. Oswald 

Forfarshire Earl Fanmure 
Haddingtonsh. William Nesbit 
Inverness-shire Hon. Simon Frascr 
Kincardinshire Lord Adam Gordon 
Kircudbright William Stewart 
Lanarkshire Ajidrew Stuart 
tioUthgowsbireSAr W. Cunninghfun 
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Against the motion, 
:■*' . Nairn imd Cromartic John Campbell 

* Peebles, &c. Sir James Cockbum, 

Perthshire Hon. James Murray, . 

Renfrewshire John Crawford 

. Ross-shire Rt. Hon. J. Stuart- 

' ■ ^ M'Kenzie i 

' ""■." Rothesay Hon. Fred. Stuart 

Roxburghshire Sir Gilbert Elliot 

Rutherglen, &c. Lord F, Campbell 

Stirlingshire Thomas Dundas 

Sutherlandshire ^ Hon. James Wemyss - 

Wigtown, &c. H. W. Dashwood 

March 4. 
A petition of the dealers in tea residing in the cities of Iion- 
doji and Westminster, and Borough of Southwark, was pre^» 
sented to the House, and read ;' setting forth, that the illegal 
praftice of smuggling tea is arrived to so great an height, 
and the increase of smugglers in all parts of the kingdom had 
been so rapid for these ten years past, as to become not only 
very injurious to the revenue, but exceedingly detrimental 
to the fair trader; and that the places from whence the 
smugglers chiefly draw their supplies are Dunkirk, Rushing, 
Guernsey, Jersey, and Gottenbiirgh, and from the private 
advelitures which the captaiAs and crews of the East-India 
company's ships dispose of at different places in the English 
channel, and also in the river Thames, before they can be 
cleared at the custom-house ; and that fronl Dunkirk and 
Flushing they smuggle teas into the South and East countfes^ 
from Guernsey and Jersey, into the Western counties, and 
from Gottenburgh into Scotland and the Northern coun^ 
tics ; and that the cutters and vessels employed in this illicit 
trade are fast sailers^ carrying from fifteen to thirty guns 
each, and frequently import ten to fifteen tons of tea^ ex<^ 
elusive of other uncustomed goods, the masters whereof havei 
regular attendance on shore to receive the cargoes, who^ake 
signals in the night to inform the crew when the c6ast is 
clear; and that the cargoes being landed, are paid for in 
specie or bartereid for wool, which they carry to our -natural 
enemies, to the great detriment of our manufa^borife^j and 
that the shiu jfglers on shore form themselves into lal^e bor 
dies, fronl thirty to eighty men, well mounted and ^umedi 
their horses cai^ttg front one hundred and fifty to 't#Q^ 
hundred^ '^^ouads -of -test eachy and daiingly ride thitmgh th^ 

towns 
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towns in defiance of the King's officerr, a&d the dragoons 
who are sent to assist them, some of whom have lost their 
lives in fruitless attempts to stop their progr^ ; and, having 
secured their goods, from a correspondence 'Which they have 
established, hot only in the said cities but throughout the 
kingdom (where they have unentered houses in which they 
lodge these goods,) the same are disposed of to duffers or 
hawkers, whose business it is to make up the tea in parcels, 
which they carry and sell to private families at the following 
prices, 



• "^ 








SM iy the fair trader a 




^. 


d. s. 


d. 


/. d. s. d. 


Bohea tea 


2 


to 2 


9 


3 11 to 4 3 


Green ditto 


3 


6 to 5 





5 . 8 to 10 


Hyson ditto 


5 


6 to 9 





10 6 to 20 


Congou ditto 


3 


4 to 4 


6 


5 8 to 8 


Souchong ditto 


3 


6 to 5 


6 


7 ' to 12 


Roasted coffee 


1 


3 to 2 





3 4 to 6 


Raw diuo 





9 to 1 


3 


2 3 to 3 10 


Chocolate 


1 


2 to T 


6 


3 6 to 6 b 



and that^ the great difference between the above prices is so 
temptii^g, that many families are induced to buy of the 
smugglers their whole consumption; especially as ^i^ants 
frequently make a practice of procuring and secreting smug- 
gled teas, for the supply, not only of their own, but other 
families within the circle of their acquaintance; and that, 
amdngst various other inventions devised to evade the laws 
m force agsunst these offences, the following is frequently 
practised and least liable to. detection, viz. that of entered 
traders selling a larger quantity of tea in one day than they 
enter into their small excise book ; for instance, if they re- 
tail fifty pound, and make an entry of only ten pound, they 
are enabled to take in forty pound of smiijggled tea, or, as in 
niany instances, seU their permit for the forty pound of ter 
at the rate of eighteen pence per pound ; so that when tlw 
officer comes to take the account, he finds the stock righi 
and the book correct ; and that a very extraordinary specie^ 
of smuggling has been lately carried on, tp.an amazing ex- 
tent, by the prisoners in the King's Bench and Fleet prisons, 
who have a continual supply of smuggled teas clandestinely 
conveyed to them, and, in defiance of the law, keep open 
shops in the prisons for the sale of those articles which they 
retail put to families, and employ njcn .and- women to duff 
and hawk in and about the metropolis : and : that anotjher 
grievancCi ^hich calls aloud for redress, \s^ lVi^c^^»:^\^^Y3^^Kc% 
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of customs and excise^ and justices of the peace^ mitigatii]^ 
the fines from perhaps one himdred pounds to five pounds 
sterling, when tea dealers have been detected by the exdse 
officers, and convicted on the clearest evidence: and that the 
petitioners have reason to believe that the cutters and vessdls 
employed in this illicit trade, after being seized, are restored 
to the masters by the officers of the revenue cutters, and im- 
mediately return to the same service, going back to Dunkirk^ 
Flushing, or some other foreign sea port, in order to pro- 
cure more contraband goods to import to this country ; and, 
in case they are intercepted by any of the custom-house cut- 
ters, produce a clearance from such sea port, by which 
means they obtain their discharge ; and that the petitioners 
have also reason to believe that the custom-house cutters go 
along-side the smuggling vessels, and take only a part of th^ 
cargo, and afterwards set them at libery, by which means 
they give the vessels an opportunity, of getting off with the 
remainder of the cargo, which they land at some small 
distance, and set sail for more ; and that these practices are 
carried on to such a degree, that they are not only highly de- 
trimental to the trad^e and commerce of this kingdom, and the 
East-India company in particular, but also occasion a loss to 
the revenue of no less than 600,000/. fer annum; and that the 
revenue also suffers great loss by the injurious practice of en- 
tered dealers buying low teas at the different sea-port customt^ 
house sales, which they vend by duffers, &c. at a trifling loss, 
without permit, and by virtue of the permit they receive 
from the customs, bring into their stock fine teas, which they 
sell at a considerable profit into the inland parts of the king- 
dom; and that there are many thousands of sailors employed ih 
smuggling, few of whom ever serve on board the royal navy j 
for, if they happen to be impressed, they generally find 
friends sufficient to obtain their discharge ; but, if that trade 
was stopped, they would in all probability become fishert, 
whereby our sea coasts would be greatly enriched, and our 
ports be able to furnish both ships and men in case of necessi- 
ty ; and that there are many thousands of silk-weavers and 
lace manufacturers out of employ, owing, in a great measure, 
to the smuggling of silks, callicoes and laces, from' France ^ 
and therefore praying the House will take the affair into 
consideration, and, efiectually to stop the increasing evil, pass 
a law with such resolutions as to them shall seem meet, to 
detect smugglers, and to inflict such punishments and penal- 
ties as will for ever prevent their being guilty of the like 

practices 
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practices, so injurious and detrimental to the coj^mnerce and 
revenue of this kingdom. 

Petitions from die dealers in tea in Norwich, Lynn^ 
Swaff ham, Dereham, Aylsham> Tanhduth, Northwalsham, 
Fakenham, WaUingham, Wells, C<^chcster> Chelmrford, 
Sherborne, Shaftesbury, the Isle of Wight, Newcastle uptm 
Tyne, &c. were severally presented to the House and read ^ 
Hkewise complaining of the illicit practice of smuggling, and 
Jurying relief. All ordered to lie upo& the table. 

Adjourned to March the 8th. 

March 8. 

Sir George Sayile rose, and proposed an address to the crown» 
that an account of the produce of the funds impropriated to 
the augmentation of the judges salaries, by an act of the 
3 1st of the late king, be laid before that House. 

He said the object of his motion was intended for a far- 
ther augmentation, if the funds granted at the period alluded 
to would admit of it. He stated the propriety of rendering 
the judges as independent as possible, which could not be 
the case so long as their incomes continued short of what 
'was deemed a decent provision for a private gentleman, and 
insisted particularly on the circumstance that they were the 
only set of men, who, on entering into the service of the 
public, and a very laborious service too, that did not better 
their fortunes ; so far from it, that he believed an instance was 
scarcely ever known of a person being r|iised to the bench who 
did not feel a considerable decrease in his income on his pro- 
motion. 

• Lord North seemed to approve of the motion, and gave the 
House to understand, though he did not express himself in 
direct terms, that, as far as his Majesty's interest was con- 
cerned, his Majesty's consent would be no impediment. 

Mr. Rice expressed himself in favour of the motion, but 
put in his claim in behalf of the Welch judges, should the 
proposed augmentation take place. 

Sir James Lowther did not oppose the principle of making 
> more suitable provision, but hoped the augmentation pro- 
posed would be considered as a full equivalent of all perqui- 
sites, particularly those which custom or acquiescence had 
established on the circuits. 

Mr. Solicitor General denied that the judges received or took 
any fees, but what were authorised by law, or at 1 i r - ch is 
had been established by usage, beyond the extes t .•■ legsl 
memory, which, wherever custom could support such a claim, 
was law properiy so called. 

2 ^^ 
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Sir Ja^ts Lowther replied in the negative. Said there had 
been many fees received or taken by the judges on the cir- 
cuits, which were not sanctioned by any species of law what- 
ever, either statute, usage, common, or customary law ; suchj 
he said, were the sums or gratuities paid on the iNTorthem 
circuit, at Newcastle, Carlisle, and York \ and he believed at 
Lancaster. 

Sir George Savile replied ; said the presents, perquisites^ or 
fees alluded to, were cither sanctioned by custom, time im- 
memorial, or were given as a recompence for the additional 
trouble and expence attending the northern circuit in parti- 
cular. He believed the sums alluded to were at present 
given by the high sheriff, to reimbiu*se the judges for an ex- 
pence incurred by a public dinner given by them to the 
sheriff and grand jury. 

Mr. Dempster^ in imitation of Mr. Rice, reminded the 
House of the propriety of making an addition to the salaries 
of the Scotch judges, who had more to do, and were worse 
paid, tlian either the English or Welch. 

Sir Roger Newdigate, Sir William Bagot, and one or tw6 
other members, spoke in favour of the . motion, which was 
agreed to. 

The contracSlor's bill read a second time. 

Mr. Dutming moved for the papers relating to Captain 
Cruikshanks in the year 1748, which was agreed to. 

At half after four the House being, if possible, more crouded 
than on the third instant, Mr. Fox rose, in pursuance of the 
notice given by him, that he had a motion of importance to 
make. He opened the grounds of his motion, which, he said, 
in several respects, resembled that which he had submitted to 
the House on the third ; the difference between both motions 
^ was this; the principle was the same, but that the one onWed- 
nesday was particular and specific. It stated a faft which he 
was sure no gentleman in that House doubted of who had spent 
a single thought upon it ; nay, he would venture farther \ a 
fadl of which neither of the noble Lords themselves [North 
and Mulgrave] who so strongly combated the motion, disbe- 
lieved, " that Admiral Keppcl went out in June with twenty 
ships of the line, though there were then twenty-seven cer- 
tainly, if not thirty-two, lying in Brest water." The present 
proposition was a general one ; it contained matters of public 
and universal notoriety ; it called for no specific or narrowed 
proofs ; he would trust it to the feelings and conviftion of 
every honourable gentleman present. That was the evidence 
hf would adduce ; that was the just tribunal he would app^ 
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to; on that testimony, which every thinking man must se- 
cretly submit to, and every honest man avowedly declare, he 
trusted the fate of his motion. He would not examine this 
gentleman to the number of ships fit for Channel service at 
the time ; he would not ^rouble his honourable relation to in- 
form the House again, how many he had imder his command 
when he fell in with the Licorne and the Pallas j he would 
not trouble the noble Lord over the way [Howe] to prove 
our inferiority in America; nor the whole world to prove, that 
we had totally abandoned our trade and commerce, conse- 
quence and fortresses, in the Mediterranean. No, he should 
avoid any of these forms so necessary to substantiate charges 
where there was the most glimmering ray of doubt or suspense^ 
or hesitation, whereon to hang a loop. Was that the case 
here? No; he was certain it was not. He should hear every 
fact and argument resorted to, but that of the terms of the 
proposition being not literally and substantially true. He 
should not hear a syllable of the contents controverted, but 
a great deal about, " Why come to this vote at this time? If 
true, the danger is passed. Why criminate without the neces- 
sary forms of legal or judicial process? And above all, what 
madness to come to a vote, when that very vote goes even- 
tually not only to a censure of tlie admiralty board, or rather 
the first Lord of the Admiralty, but to the final overthrow 
of administration, and those immediately connected or de- 
pendent upon it?" Before he proceeded further, he begged 
leave to testify his entire approbation of the conduct of the 
right hon. gentleman under the opposite gallery, [Mr. Rice] 
6rr his prudence, sagacity, and foresight. The right hon. 
gentleman gave notice^ on a former day, that he would op- 

Ssc the bill moved by his honourable friend [Sir P. J. 
crke] respecting contractors, but he has declined the com- 
bat. He perceives, by the complexion of the House, that a 
certain description of men, who came down this day to give 
the minister their countenance and support on the present 
question, would with-hold it on the other. — I therefore ad- 
lOQire the right hon. gentleman's' prudence. It would not be 
pleasant for the noble Lord and himself to remain in a mino- 
rity; it would have an alarming appearance, and might in the 
end be productive of several very disagreeable circumstances. 
Such being the ground of public notoriety, such the unin- 
terrupted current of public fame, such the acknowledgments 
of administration themselves, that he could scarcely reconcile 
it to respeft for that House, to go into any detailed proof 
whatever, were it not as well to shew what ministers had not 
^ Vol. XI. ¥ ^oi^fci 
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doncy what they had neglected, and the promises they had 
repeatedly made, as the means which the nation and that 
House had put into their hands, ^nd the sanguine expecta« 
tions they had to form upon such means and such assurances. 
To lay this as part of the basis on which his motion was 
to rest, he begged leave to state a few particular facts from the 
papers on the table, which contained a series of five years of 
peace at two respective periods; the one including the five years 
following the treaty of peace, entered into at Aix-hu-Cha- 
pelle*, the other of the five years of peace preceding the year 
17^5. These he read in his place, by which it appeared, that 
the naval peace establishment which took place in 1749, up- 
on an average of the five years taken together, amounted to 
no mo/e than nine hundred and thirty-eight thousand pounds^ 
while the average of the latter five years amounted to seven- 
teen hundred and thirty-eight thousand pounds per annum, 
or an encrease of nearly double. This then led him, he said,, 
to compare the expence of the navy at the commencement of 
the two succeeding wars, to the peace establishments alceady 
mentioned. In the year 1756, the first of the late war, the 
expences amounted to no more, including navy extraordina** 
ries, &c. than what was voted in 1778, with this difference, 
however, that tlie navy debt of the former period was but 
one million six hundred thousand pounds ; whereas the navy 
debt of 1778 was considerably above two millions. 

Then it was in proof, as well in point of bringing convic- 
tion home to gentlemen's minds, as supported by every mode 
adopted for discovering legal truth, that our peace establis^Jh- 
ment cost us nearly double in the latter period to what it did. 
in the former; and that the whole of our naval expendituee^ 
in 1778, exceeded what it was in 175G, by full half ^ mil- 
lion. 

If then our peace and war establishments, httcrly, wcie 
superior in point of expence, the next obvious consideration 
would be, whether our naval preparation and eflrectivc' 
strength was proportionably superior, which might be rea- 
sonably expected; or whether it wai even equal, which' could' 
hardly entitle those who had the mamigement of it tQ any 
praise; or, lastly, whether it was considerably inferior, and 
furnished just cause for the censure of that House, and the 
well-founded resentments of the people at large. 

By an authentic paper % hich he had in his liand, he said,' 
the line of battle iu 1 756, was no less than eighty-nine, while 
the present first Lord of the Admiralty, the first year of his 
war estabhshment, was not able to make out above forty-two 

ships 
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ships of the line, with a very deficient proportion of frigates. 
He should speak more particularly to that circumstance in his 
fiirther progress; but he could not avoid making the proper 
use of those facts, thus contrasted, because they went to 
prove a part of his motion, which stated one of the grounds 
for desiring the House to agree with the vote of censure, that 
the state of the navy was not adequate to the sums voted % 
because the sums voted during the last peace, were nearly 
double to what they vrere'the preceding, while the naval 
force, at the breaking out of the former war, was more than 
double to what it was at present. 

As the assertions of ministers formed another ground of hi5 
intended motion, that consideration would bring him back to 
the number of ships actually ready for sea at the beginning 
of tfee y^ar 1778. Towards the close of the preceding yearji 
in December 1777, it was asserted by a noble Lord in the 
other House j he would not forbear to name him, the first 
Lord of the Admiralty ! It was Lord Sandwich who asserted, 
hot in the warmth of debate, nor in a hurry or passion of any 
kitid, but coolly, gravely, and repeatedly, in his official cha- 
racter, that we had then thirty-five ships of the line ready 
for immediate actual service, and seven more ready in a few 
days; and doubts having been started of the correctness of 
this state, as often as they arose, his Lordship followed them 
with this Observation, " That no person was fit to be in- 
trusted with the conduct of the naval affairs of this country, 
who did not at all times take care to have a navy equal to 
cope-^superior — &c. to the whole united force of the House 
of Bourbon." This was the language of the noble Lord in 
the months of November and December 1777; yet, in up- 
wards of six months after, the whole naval force of Great 
Britain hardly amounted to the number stated by the noble 
£ord; in March there were but six actually ready and col- 
lected; and even in June, when his honourable friend 
below him sailed, there were little more than the number 
mentioned in December, attended with this additional cir- 
cumstance, that, instead of being able to cope with, or being 
superior to the united force of the House of Bourbon, wc 
were hot^ at the beginning of June and July, even equal to 
France alone. On the 8th of July, the French fleet, consist- 
ing of thirty-two ships of the line, with a considerable num- 
ber of frigates, sailed from Brest; on the 9th, Admiral Kep- 
pel sailed with only twenty-four, though six had joined or 
followed him, between that and the 23d of the same 
month. 

¥2 Yl^ 
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He did not confine these assertions to the noble Lord in 
the other House ; for he 'had heard them frequently re- 
peated) coniSrmed} and stamped with the superscription a£ 
ministerial authority, by the noble Lord in the blue ribbon^ 
and very often urged and pressed by almost every member 
and friend to administration in that House. ,. . 

He was likewise at liberty to add, that this motiOA neither 
tended to nor expressed any exclusive censure on the first 
Lord of the Admiralty, farther than mere removal, on the 
grounds already mentioned, his incapacity or wilful negl^iEl; 
the general censure was direfted to aU the ministers equally. 
If he had retained any doubt upon the subjeft, the noble 
Lord's conduft on Wednesday put it beyond question, or the 
least degree of uncertainty. The noble Lord generously, 
stepped forth, with all his popularity and interesi^ in that 
House, to do — what ? To shield his friend, to share his mis- 
fortunes, to rescue him from his enemies, or to perish glori* 
ously in the attempt. Formerly the noble Lord was content 
to share so much of the blame or credit of every measure*—* 
** He had nothing to do in any office but that in which ho 
presided. He was no minister but in his own department^. 
But ilow the noble Lord has totally changed his lansuagq: 
he has taken at least part of the responsibility upon himsi^ 
and divided the rest among his colleagues in office. Be it sog| 
he has pledged himself, and his cabinet fri^ndsj to all tJjiB 
measures of the Admiralty board. The motion is framed 
accordingly. Every honourable gentleman will now knoim 
how to conduft himself. If he votes for the motion, he wi^ 
give it his assent on the degree of truth which it. presents^ 
if he perceives its tendency, and that he sees it involves a ceaji^ 
sure upon all his Majesty's confidential servants, then all 
will be open to him; the question will present fairly the ofp 
ternative, *^ Arc such men to be longer confided in, or is 4% 
better to trust to further contingencies, or at once withdra^f^ 
our support?" The noble Lord, by his conduft, or rather poi 
pular confidence, the last night, brought the point to the.j§* 
sue now described ; and, for his part, he was perfeftly con- 
tent, as he thought it much better, respefting every side of 
the House, that gentlemen, when they were desired to vot^, 
should know the full extent the proposition made was. in* 
tended to be carried. 

He then proceeded to his conclusions, which v^re, that 
our navy was not in a better and more formidable state at the 
end of the year 1770, than in 1754<5 that in 1756, the ex- 
pences of the navy were less by half a million than in .17785 

that 
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that in 1756 nevertheless, we had eighty-nine ships of the 
line, though in 1778 we had not more than onie half the 
nxnnber; that instead of being able to cope with, or being 
superior to any force which France and Spain united could 
send against us, we were not equal to France alone. This he 
endeavoured to shew was the case in the month of July in 
respedt of the home defence, of our force in America and in 
the Mediterranean. 

In June, and in the early part of July, we were manifestly 
inferior to D'Orvilliers ; in the Mediterranean, the inferio- 
rity was clearly evident, and in America Lord Howe was 
manifestly inferior to D'Estaing. Hence it was evident, that 
not only the ends were not proportioned to the given means, 
but that the first Lord of the Admiralty and ministers in 
that House had broke their word with the public, and were 
no longer worthy of public confidence. 

He begged leave to anticipate one of the noble Lord's great 
arguments, or rather pillars of debate. Says the noble Lord, 
** I was not the author of the American war. America re- 
belled. I am not answerable for the events of the French 
war; it was the perfidy of Friance that made that kingdom 
abet our rebellious subjefts. I did not encourage the Bosto- 
nians to destroy the tea, nor to rise, nor to fight, to declare 
themselves independent, &c.'* Though the noble Lord is 
conscious that he did not take a single step through the 
whole business ; that the next, on the part of America, or 
France, was not literally foretold, which amounts just to this^ 
the noble Lord confounds the cause with the elFeft, he pre- 
sumes that the effeft took place before the cause, and the 
cause followed the effeft. 

While he was upon this part of the subject, he said, it 
would not be quite foreign to touch a little on the repeated 
assurances given by other ministers, as well as the noble Earl 
in the other House. When the first disturbances relative to 
the destrudlion of the tea ?ent to America broke out in that 
country, the noble Earl's language in the blue ribbon was, 
•* Pass the Boston port-bill, and the necessities of the people 
will compel them to submit." Well, the noble Lord was mis- 
taken, the people did not submit. Says the noble Lord again, 
** Send a few re'giments, and force the port-bill down the 
throats of the discontented and mutinous with powder and 
ball." That recipe not proving eflicacious, says the noble 
Lord, " We will hold out terms to them," which gave birth 
to his Lordship's celebrated conciliatory proposition. The 
conciliatory proposition was however treated with the cotv- 
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tempt and derision which it merited. It imported this; 
** give us as much as you please^ we will accept of it/* azid 
take afterwards as much as we think £t, in addition ; that is, 
« give us something, and we will ^hen scramble for as much* 
more as we can plunder you of, either by force, or strats^ 
gem." The noble Lord finding himself baffled in all his« 
plans, at length grew disgusted and angry. The whole force 
of this country was to be tried, the most vigorous measurea 
were to be made; every thing was to be car^ried by the hand 
of strength, and America was to be brought to the feet oi 
Great Britain, and to submit to unconditional submisaon— 
This high, this boastful language proved as vain glorious, and 
the attempt as unprosperous as every other, to bully and de- 
ceive, to cheat and frighten. The people of America had 
too much good sense and resolution to submit to either. 

In these several stages, gentlemen on that [his] side of th?. 
House were not unmindful of their duty. As friends to 
their country, they reasoned, they argued, they ventui^d ta 
predict. They did not, perhaps they could not,- bring that' 
species of proof which is required to support a criminal chsuige 
in a court of law. They did not attempt to criminate, cen- 
sure, or impeach; they stated the fafts wluch they heard^ 
they were persuaded of the truth of many of them^ they 
reasoned liberally, they foretold the probaWe consequences, 
they conjured, remonstrated, and threatened. They va^ 
luckily spoke with a prophetic spirit, and when every day*» 
misconduft brought us into that precise situation which 
openly invited the interference of foreign powers, what waft 
the language they adopted? Take care of France and Spaia^^ 
and what were the uniform answers ? *^ The finances o| 
France are exhausted, her income is not equal to the expences 
of her peace establishment. Her navy is annihilated. Sh^ 
is on the eve of national bankruptcy. She is taxed to thq 
utmost extent she is able to, bear. She is without internal 
resources or credit. Spain is in a condition equally imbe- 
cile, and is incapable^ of assisting F:^ance, or of performing the 
terms of the family compaft. France or Spain, however well 
inclined, will not set so dangerous an example to their own 
colonies ; they will not encourage, foment, or support rebel- 
lion in the British colonies, lest the contagion may spread it- 
self to those possessed by themselves in the new world. But 
allowing the worst that can possibly happen; grant that they 
should be instigated by motives of mistaken policy, of rcr 
venge, of false and dishonest ambition, their state of weak^ 
ncss and total inability, with our decided superiority, will be 

our 
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our best security. They know it is in our power to chastise 
them. France or Spain know better ; and if they were in- 
dined to combine or unite against us^ they are not so blind 
not to foresee, that such a combination would, nay, must^ 
terminate in their ruin and disgrace." 

A time however arrived, when conjecture seemed to re* 
ceive some countenance from actual appearances. Mr. 
Dean arrived at Paris in the summer of 1776. I happened 
to be in Paris soon after his arrival j when I mentioned the 
circumstance in this House, I was laughed at. The noble 
Lord and his friends on his right and left hand observed, 
** that Mr. Dean might have taken this trip for his amuse- 
ment, or for business, or for curiosity, or at most in the 
character of a mere merchant ; in short, every motive was 
assigned but the true one. All did not end here. Dr. 
Franklin soon followed, but ministers still continued infi- 
dels, or affected it. Said they, " the Doctor's an enthu- 
siast 'f he is zealous in the cause which he has himself pro- 
chiced into being. But whatever his errand might be, sig. 
nified very little, the appearances of the court of Versailles 
were such as might be trusted to with safety ; they were of 
the most sacred and solemn nature. Dr. Franklin was 
treated coldly, and. with manifest neglect, nay, with con- 
tempt. TJiie court of France refused to receive him in a 
pwblic character." In short, the opposite benches treated 
«ven every suspicion of the kind, as the mere effect of visio- 
Hai;y fear, or originating in faction, till that gentleman 
was known to have transacted business with the French 
Jong's ministers. 

So matters rested till a new scene unfolded itself, till the 
tobacco contract was publicly known and acknowledged 
' by the French court. Even then the appearance of delusion 
was kept up, for it could be no more. The lame and ridi- 
culous apology made by that court, was instantly adopted 
by ministers in that House. " It was only a commercial 
' cfHitract, dictated by nece«sity. It had nothing political in 
it^nor no seeds of hostility in its nature. Tobacco must be 
imdj to secure to the crown one of the most beneficial branches 
<rf its revenue ; Great Britain could not, in the present situa- 
tion of affairs, supply the commodity, and a supply must be 
sought, where only it could be had." So the delusion was 
kept up, till the signing of the. treaty between France and 
,^e Congress delegates could bq no longer concealed ; not 
when it was known in that House, for he had communicated 
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it in his place, in ten days after it was signed ; but when the - 
rescript delivered by the Count de Nosolles, in almost four 
weeks after that communication, rendered the further con- 
cealment totally impracticable. 

The folly, madness, and delusive arts of the noble Lord, 
in the blue ribbon, and of ministers in both Houses of Par- 
liament, was nevertheless exerted as strongly during the in- 
termediate period, between the actual signing and the de- 
livery of the rescript, as at any former one. *^ No such 
treaty," it was said, ** existed. France had neither the will. 
nor ability to carry it into execution." And to conclude the 
whole of this political, farcical delusion, they desired Par- 
liament to agree to the passing of certain acts, and to the. 
delegating certain powers to commissioners, though. ministers, 
as it has since come out in actual proof, knew at the Vjcry : 
instant they proposed them, that they must prove totally '. 
nugatory, and serve only to render this country despicable in 
the eyes of all Europe. 

He presented this argument in a variety of lights, and 
drew the following inference, that ministers acted under the^ 
dominion of the grossest and dullest ignorance ; and were 
therefore unworthy of public trust or confidence ; or from 
sinister, corrupt, and concealed motives, and further urged 
by some powerful criminal influence, operating upon their 
minds, had wilfully misled, and by a studied series of de- 
lusions and a preconcerted plan of impositions, had imper- 
ceptibly dragged, or rather allured, this - infatuated country 
to the very verge of destruction. 

This was a dilemma from which neither the blind confi- 
dence or studied plausibility of the noble Lord in the blue 
ribbon could extricate him. The alternative was, ministers 
were either ignorant or treacherous. If ignorant, was there 
a gentleman in that House who would trust his dearest and 
nearest concerns to such men,. If treacherous, where was 
the person who would be mad enough to trust his most im* 
portant concerns to men who he was persuaded would sacri- 
fice them to their own dishonest and corrupt views. 

He again returned to the substance of his motion, and 
entered into further particulars in support of it. He ob- 
served, that in April, France detached twelve ships of the 
line, though we were not able to detach an equal number till 
about the same time in the month of June. We gave 
France full time to have effected their purpose, had not the^ 
elements so remarkably befriended us, which must have at 

once 



A. 1779. DEBATES. 7$ 

once destroyed our naval fotce in America ; and, as the con- 
sequence of such an event, given her a decided superiority 
in the European seas. If D'Estaing had not remained so 
long in the Mediterranean, which was occasioned by adverse 
winds, it was probable that he would have reached the coasts 
of America before Mr. Byron left Plymouth. 

There were papers on the table which shewed, that mi- 
nistry were acquainted vnth D'Estaing's destination before 
he even sailed. Throwing that circumstance, if they were 
able, which was the very pit of the present debate, why did 
they not detach as soon as the fact came to their knowledge ; 
or if they were not able, which he believed was the truth, 
why did they not send out a few ships, at least, to put the no- 
ble Lord over the way [Lord Howe] nearly upon an equality 
with D'Estaing ? On the contrary, the noble Lord was left to 
chance, to meet an enemy infinitely superior, and the fate of 
the fleet under his command, and the army of course, exposed 
to imminent danger. 

The superior genius of the noble Lord, it was true, stood 
unrivalled 5 for^ by an efl?brt, which had exalted him in the 
opinion of those who thought most favourably of him, and 
had, if possible, rendered him more dear than ever to his 
grateful country, he rescued it from a blow which, if it had 
proved successful, must have produced consequences which 
it must have long felt, and which perhaps could never be re- 
trieved ; but notwithstanding the noble Lord's unexampled 
bravery and ability, had the French fleet arrived but even 
six days sooner, his experience and professional skill would 
not have been suflicient. He must, with the whole of his 
little force, have fallen a sacrifice, and with him, perhaps, the 
naval power and glory of Great Britain. 

Fortune, indeed, had been very kind to us. We had had 
our escapes in almost every quarter of the globe. She had 
.been our constant attendant. The ministry, the last night, 
complained of ill luck; but he would balance the account 
with them on that score, though he was persuaded that for- 
tune had fairly declared on their side. He would therefore 
try them on the merit and wisdom of their measures. The 
noble Lord already alluded to could soon satisfy the House 
on that head. He could readily inform the House how in- 
ferior we were to France in America, as it was now well 
known, and acknowledged, we had been in Europe. How 
did this accord with the opinion of the noble Earl, in the 
other House, who presides at the admiralty-board, *< that 
minister ought to lose his head, who had not a fleet equal. 
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if not superior to. the combined fleets of Fiance and Spain.'* 
That assertion was, and ever would be, alive in his memory. 
That noble Lord had forfeited his word to the public ; he 
had pronounced his own condemnation ; nor did he see upoH 
what ground those who had hitherto supported the present 
administration, could continue to support them in the pur- 
suit of measures which, from the very commencement, were 
impracticable ; which were rendered still more so in their 
progress; and, above all, how that House could put a further 
trust ip men who had forfeited all future confidence, from 
repeated breaches of public faith, and that in instances^' 
where the honour, interests, nay, the very existence of this 
country were most materially concerned. 

After several other arguments of less account, he con*- 
eluded his speech with the following motion, by way of reso- 
lution : 

" That it appears to this House, that the state of the 
navy, on the breaking out of the war with France, was very 
unequal to what this House and the nation were led to €3^- 
pect, as well from the declarations of his Majesty*s ministers, 
as from the great sums pf money granted, and debts incurred, 
for that service, and inadequate to the exigencies of the 
various services for which it was the duty of his Majesty** 
ministers to have provided at so important a crisis." 

Lord Mulgrave contended that the terms of the motion 
were not supported by the facts stated. In the first place,^ 
he said, that it was extremely unfair and irregular to refer 
to matters which fell in former debates, and much more «a 
to any thing which might or might not have been said by si 
member of the other House. He stated the possibility either 
way, even as to general opinion ; but when a motion of 
censure came to be framed upon such loose uncertain grounds 
as what might have passed in the course of conversation or 
debate in either House of Parliament, the injustice, as well 
as the absurdity, of coming to a vote thus instructed and 
informed, was too palpable to deserve a single senteiice of 
animadversion. 

He observed, that the main ground of the present vote 
was, that Admiral Keppel, having but twenty ships of the 
line, was inferior to the French squadron- No such fact, 
he insisted, appeared. On the contrary, the day Admiral 
Keppel sailed [June the 5th], he had every reason to believe 
that the French fleet, in Brest water, did not exceed seventeen 
at most : consequently, when the honourable Admiral Sailed^ 
he was superior to the squadron then lying at Brest. 
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The next ground in point of fact was, that France was 
superior to us in America, the contrary of which was 
e^ially evident ; for though the noble Lord under the gal- 
lery [Lord Howe] might not have been entirely equal to 
D'Estaing, before the arrival of Admiral Byron, the proba- 
bility was, that, with the assistance of the fifties and frigates, 
he would at least have been able to defend himself till rein- 
forced. The honourable gentleman says, why not detach 
eiarBer? The matter was obvious ; because it would not be 
pnident to detach till we were sureof D'Estaing's destination, 
K we had detached, and that D'Estaing came round to rein- 
force D'Orvilliers, then how would the gentlemen on the op- 
posite benches clamour ? You have detached, and thereby 
have left this island at the mercy of our enemies, who are 
by th^t means much superior to us. In the then situation 
of affairs, he contended that ministers acted wisely and 
prudently ; that they were justified not to detach too eurly ; 
that America was not without a respectable naval defence; 
and that as soon as Mr. Byron arrived, we had a decided 
superiority in those parts. 

Upon the last head, in point of proof respecting the ne- 
glcft of the fortresses and commerce of the Mediterranean, 
he said it was utterly impossible to provide a suitable de- 
fence to possessions so widely extended as those belonging to 
Great Britain, that some must be neglected ; and that in 
exercising the discretion inherent in ministers, no blame 
could be imputed to them for having diredled their attention 
to places of the greatest consequence, in respect that they 
were more vulnerable, and, of course, more likely to invite 
an attack. 

As to the comparative state of the money granted for naval 
services in the two interims, previous to the breaking out of 
the last and present war, and the state of the fleets in 175^ 
and 1778, he said no fair inference could be drawn, it pre- 
sented nothing direft or properly applicable. 

It was well known that the ships were larger now than 
at the former period , that in the number tliere were a great 
many small sixties and sixty-fours, that our seventy-fours 
were built much larger, differing very little in point of ton- 
nage from our old second rates ; and, that although we had 
riot V for the home service above forty-eight or forty-nine 
ships of the line, we had a very considerable force in Ame- 
rica ; so that fairly comparing the exertions at both periods, 
he was persuaded that our force, in 1778, was substantially 
5 equal 
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equal to what it was in 1756 ; which besides was not a fsSt 
way of estimating and comparing the respective means ' and 
exertions^ for 1756 was not the first but the second year of 
the war, if the facts had been as stated by the honourable 
gentleman, which was not the case ; for we had but eighty- 
nine ships of the line at the conclusion of the late war; 
eighteen of which had been taken from the enemy. 

His Lordship concluded with answering Mr. Fox on th6* 
subjcft of imputed good luck •, for he contended that France 
had been saved from certain destruction by a succession of 
escapes as extraordinary as unexpeftcd. D'Orvillicrs had 
escaped from Admiral Keppel, D'Estaing had escaped £rom 
the noble Lord under the gallery [Lord Howe], oflF Rho^e 
Island; he had afterwards escaped from Mr. Byron to' the 
West-Indies. If, however, fortune had declared in ouf'ft- 
vour, which he did not recoiled, in a single instance, to haVt 
been the case, it was a good reason for not changing the pre*- 
Nsent administration. If they were in luck, le^ them hold the 
box till they threw out ? At present, there was little prospcft 
of that *, for the odds, to pursue the simile, were evidently in 
their favour. The first efforts of France were always the ■ 
most vigorous, fi:om the nature of her government ; white 
ours were always dilatory and languid, from the frame of 
ovir constitution. When that impediment was removed, we 
had always proved victorious. Our force would be every 
day increasing, while theirs, having already attained to the 
meridian, would be on the decline. On the whole, he saw 
the present motion as a pre-coijcerted attack upon zdminU 
stration, in order to drive them from their places ; on that 
account, as well as for the reasons given already, he shotdd 
give his hearty negative to the motion. 

Lord Howe stated the difficulty he laboured under, in what 
manner to conduft himself, standing as he did. He rose to 
second the motion of the honourable gentleman over the wayv 
but meant to have contented himself with giving a silent 
afiirmative'to the motion, if he had not found himself so 
particularly referred to by the honourable gentleman and the 
noble Lord who spoke last. 

It was well known that administration and he had an 
affair to settle ; that he had pledged himself to the House to 
brihg on an inquiry into his and his brother's conduct:. 
There was a motion, on the journals for a copy of the cor- 
respondence between him and the noble I-.ord, secretary of 
state for the American department 5 if he should, therefore, 

go 
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go fully into the question naturally growing out of the pre- 
sent debate, it would bear an appearance of a wish to mis* 
kad those who were to determine on his conduA, than 
which nothing could be farther from his intentions. If, on 
the other hand, he remained totally unconcerned, it might 
be construed into an approbation of measures ; he meant 
not to speak of those that might or might not affect him^ 
which he was fuUy persuaded were weak, incapable, and, if 
longer permitted or pursued, must terminate in the destruc- 
tion of the naval power of this country, and consequently of 
the country itself. 

He thought that the means put into the hands of admi- 
nistration were such as enabled them to have a much more 
respectable navy on foot, and that, above all things, the 
Mediterranean ought to have been provided for; being 
thoroughly convinced that it would be impossible at any 
time for this country to preserve its naval superiority, while 
that service was neglected, or, which was the case at present, 
apparently abandoned. He was not in Europe at the time 
the matters particularly adverted to in the motion, and so 
clearly stated and ably enforced by the honourable gentlc- 
Toan who made it, happened ; but, in his opinion, they 
were so well supported in fact and argument as to justify 
the vote he intended to give. 

Before he sat down, he hoped he should be permitted to 
say thus much ; that he was deceived into his command ; 
tiut he was deceived while he retained it ; that, tired and 
disgusted, he desired permission to resign ; that he would 
have returned as soon as he obtained leave, but he could not 
think of doing so while ^ superior enemy remained in the 
American seas ; that as soon as Mr. Byron's arrival removed 
that impediment, by giving a decided superiority to the 
British arms, he gladly embraced the first opportunity of 
returning to Europe ; that, on the whole, his situation was 
such, that he had, in the first instance, been compelled to 
resign ; and a thorough recollection of what he felt, and 
what he suffered, induced him to decline any risque of ever 
returning into a situation which might terminate in equal 
ill-treatment, mortification, and disgust. Such were his 
sentiments respefting the motives that induced him to "re- 
sign the command in America ; and such for declining any 
future service, so long as the present ministers remained in 
office J for past experience had sufficiently convinced him, 
that besi4es risking his honour and professional oharadter, 

he 
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he could, under such counsels, render no essential service Ml 

his country. 

^ Admiral Keppel replied to the noble Lord who spcdce 
last but one. He contended that the evidence already 
before the House was fully suiScient to proTe that tli9 
French fleet was superior to ours, when he sailed Grottt 
Plymouth ; and kept in pc«t only till it was kaiown for cer- 
tain that Admiral Byron had gone to America. He wiiri 
astonished how the noble Lord dared assert, against tha 
most complete evidence, and in the face of the nation, tht€ 
the Brest fleet consisted of no more than seventeen ships' 
of the line, when it was notorious to all Europe, that in a 
'very few days after he met with the Pallas and 'Licome 
frigates, Mons. D'Orvilliers was sent to sea with thitty- 
two sail of the line. Was his squadron suddenly Created I 
He presumed the noble Lord could be no stranger to the<i]£» 
Acuity, the improbability, he might add impossibilityj of 
fitting out, equipping, and manning fifteen sail of the Ihaa 
within so short a period. He would, indeed, rest the faft 
upon the noble Lord's own argument, both the last and tin^ 
present evening. Says the noble Lord, thirty-five ship^ 
were ready for actual service in November 1777, and sevdi 
mora in such a state of preparation as to be ready to proceed 
to sea in a few days. What did the noble Lord chiefly rest 
the defence of the admiralty-board on ? But that in seven 
months after, in June, we had forty-eight or forty-nine ships 
of the line, that hud within the period been, or were ready 
for sea ; for out of that number the crews of two were 
sickly, and of course unserviceable at the time ; . the Mars 
was- condemned, and two others were undergoing a repair^t 
So that, according to the noble Lord's account, so far as ef- 
feftive operations at sea were in question, we had, in the 
course of seven months, been able to add only two ships to 
our number, while he is so generous aS to suppose that , 
France could add fifteen in less than a month. If the noblo 
Lord really believes what he says, and looks forward to the 
deduftion which must immediately present itself from the 
consideration of such premises, he will furnish a most me* 
lancholy argument to prove how unequal a contest we must 
v/age with a nation, which can augment their navy with fif- 
teen sail of the line in a few days, while it was with the 
utmost labour and industry we could add three only to ouiP 
number in seven months. 

The 



A. irrgu © E B a T E s. 79 

The oobte Lord had affefted to pay him very high com- 
pliments ; more, he was conscious, than he deserved, or the 
noble liOrd intended j for it was pretty evident to every 
one present, that his Lordship had taken special care to 
blend with those constrained compliments, a certain por- 
tion of other matter, sufficient to prevent his hearers from 
inistaking his meaning. He received his professions of 
jfriendshtp and his ungenerous and ill-founded insinuations 
with equal indifference and con^tempt. The enmity and 
indiredk misrepresentations which accompanied them, were 
too near the surface to pass undiscovered. He held both 
precisely almost in the same light, he despised them equally,, 
and, if he had choice, it would be his enmity and not his 
friendship, 

N He then proceeded to speak to the motion. He said, 
when he sat at the admiralty-board, in 1765 and in 1766, a 
plaa was submitted to the board, and finally adopted, to 
nave at all times eighty ships of the line of battle, with a 
proportionable number of frigates, ready for actual service ; 
that is, in a certain state of equipment and preparation, 
which, in the language of the navy, in times of peace, 
amounted to the same thing; and though this plan had 
been totally abandoned, and the fleet had been almost 
totally, annihilated at the present noble Lord'3 coming to pre- 
side at the. admiralty-board, it appeared by the papers so 
ably commented upon by his honourable friend who made 
the motion, that a fleet of eighty ships of the line might 
be constructed from the very keel, launched, and at sea 
at the close of the^ear 1777; whereas by the noble Lord's 
pwn account, there were not at that period, including 
those in North America, East and West Indies, &c. quite 
fifty. He might add, perhaps, not forty fit for real ser- 
vice. But, besides the deficiency in number, he was well 
warranted in afiirming that the ships were not in a good 
. condition, nor fit to bear long or difficult services ; one- 
great cause of which was, employing them in cruizes, on 
account of a want of frigates. He remembered on a ru- 
mour, about five years since, relative to a formidable ar- 
mament then said to be going on at Toulon, and upon 
a later occasion, when he was advised with in November 
1776, he took occasion, both within and without that House, 
to point out the want of frigates. Nevertheless, though, 
the quarter part of our frigates were on the pther side of 
the Atlantic, and that he pressed the necessity of speedily 
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supplying that deficiency, that part of the service was to- 
taUy neglected, our large ships were sent to sea upon every 
trifling occasion, by which they were, in a great measure, 
rendered crippled and unserviceable. The expence of re* 
pairing large ships was immense ; and what was worse, when 
tiranted for aftual service, many of them were obliged to go 
into dock to repair. 

He answered, what he termed the noble Lord's bold 
and confident^ assertions, that France being able to make 
head against us at all during the summer campaign, was 
merely owing to a series of good fortune, which w;as 
proved by a succession of escapes. For his part, if fortime 
or luck took any share in the events of the campaign, he 
thought she had rather declared in our favour than in that 
of the enemy. It w^s our luck that prevented Count 
D'Estaing, when he understood the situation of our naval 
and military force, not to have proceeded to Sandy Hook, 
and taking the situation there, afterwards occupied by Lord. 
Howe, which he should have done, as by that means Lord 
Howe, with an inferior force, must have gone for Hali&x, 
and the whole commerce, victuallers, transports, &c. bound 
for New York, would have fallen into his hands. Sir 
Henry Clinton's army would have been starved, and God 
only knows what fatal consequences both to the fleet and 
army might have followed. It was our luck, that when he 
found Lord Howe so advantageously stationed, D'Estaing 
did not wait for Admiral Byron's squadron, which scattered 
and disabled as it was, must ship by ship have fallen an 
easy prey to him. It was our luck tfiat he did not aft 
more vigorously on his arrival at Rhode Island. It was 
our luck that Admiral Barrington did not fall a sacrifice to 
D'Estaing before the arrival of Mr. Byron, and that the same 
circumstances accompanied the facility of defending and 
the difficulty of attacking an enemy thus fortunately sta- 
tioned. 

He was very full on the neglect of our trade and fortresses 
in the Mediterranean. He acknowledged that, in the situ- 
ation of afi^airs, it would have been very imprudent to 
detach a force to the Mediterranean, and leave our coasts, 
&c. defenceless. He was consulted on this subject, and 
thought it neither safe nor proper. But why ? Because we 
could not spare a sufficient force from the home defence, 
which was the very substance of the motion, that ** The 
state of the fleet was not adequate to what the House and 

the 
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the nation had a right to expe£l, from the assertions of 
ministers; from the sums granted, nor to the important 
services ministers were bound to provide for." 

But he ever did, and ever should think it the duty of 
ministers, to provide a sufficient naval force for the Medi- 
terranean. In case of a rupture with the House of Bour- 
bon, or with either of its branches, a squadron stationed at 
Gibraltar would always prevent a junftion between the 
fleets of France and Spain, in the Mediterranean and on 
the coasts of the ocean. Nature had seemed to form this 
as a barrier, which would, at all times, enable Britain to 
divide their power; because, whether they attempted a 
passage from the Mediterranean, or from the ocean, into 
the latter, either force must be equal, or superior to the 
British fleet; and the enemy, till united, though greatly 
superior, must engage upon terms not at all adequate to 
their strength. 

Upon these considerations, therefore, he thought it highly 
incumbent upon this country to have at all times a Beet 
so stationed at Gibraltar, or in its vicinity, as to pre\xnt 
a junftion between the fleets of France, in the sea and in 
the ocean ; and likewise, as circumstances might render it 
necessary^ the fleets of France and Spain united. 

On the whole, he pronounced the admiralty-board totally 
negligent, misinformed, and every way unequal to the ad- 
ministration of the naval afiairs of this country. 

Mr. Mam said, the fafts stated on both sides were so 
diametrically opposite, that it was impossible to come to a 
vote one way or other without hazard of error in justice, 
particularly a vote of censure or removal, which was to 
affeft an absent person, and in jsome respefts, all his Ma- 
jesty's confidential servants. The fadls stated in the pre- 
ceding debate, were of that nature to authorise a direft ne- 
gative or afiirmative; because there was evidence before the 
rlouse, which the House was competent to decide upon, 
whether or not the force was such respe<n:ively at such a 
period in the month of June. The vote now proposed 
presented no such degree of certainty. It embraced a va- 
riety of objefts, not one of which were in proof; and im- 
plied a censure upon presumed afts of negligence or cri- 
minality. They might be truly stated, our force might 
not be adequate to what that House were led to cxpeft 
from the declarations of ministers, to the sums expended, 
nor to the important crisis of afi^airs, which most certainly 
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ministers were bound to provide for ; but was there any 
proofs of those different charges sufficient to satisfy the 
consciences of the House to come to a vote, which, if it 
meant any thing, imported a criminal censure? Besides^ 
he had another motive for wishing to put off the decision 
at present, by the way of the previous question; becaiise, 
if the motion should receive a direft negative, it would 
put an end, during the remainder of the session, to the 
inquiry. 

He had strong reasons to believe, that administration were 
both negligent and criminally culpable ; but belief only or 
loose opinion, was not sufficient to determine a vote, which 
implied a species of condemnation, which might probably 
lead to much more serious consequences than mere reolGval. 
He believed there was good grounds for a thorough inves- 
tigation of the eondudt of ministers, and that it called 
loudly for enquiry. He thought they had been shamefully 
remiss in duty, and he trusted a day would come when they 
would be called to a solemn account. But he hopeid, when 
that day arrived, tliat the proofs of their innocence or guilt 
would be made to appear in a regular and satisfaftory manner^ 
and that nothing would be received upon trust, which might 
operate towards their condemnation or acquittal. 

To avoid, therefore, the extremes equally to be avoided; 
that of coming to a precipitate vote of censure, without 
suitable proof, or of acquittal, where blame, he had reason 
to believe, was certainly due, he would move the previous 
question, which would leave the matter subjeft to future 
revision and examination, and prevent the question from 
receiving a direft negative, which, from the circumstances 
already mentioned, he should be sorry to see take effeA* 
His motion for the previous question was not seconded. 

Sir Horace Manti said, he entertained very different ideas 
from the honourable gentleman who spoke last. The ho- 
nourable gentleman said, that he had voted for the propo- 
sition on Wednesday night (the third), because that the 
evidence before the House, of the fa£ls stated, were so well 
proved to his satisfaftion, as to justify his vote ; but that 
there being no evidence of the vote proposed by the honour- 
able gentleman who made the present motion, he must 
withhold liis assent. Now, for my part, the ground of 
the gentleman's dissent and assent have struck me in a dif- 
ferent manner ; for though I voted against the motion of 
Wednesday night, I find myself bound to give my full 
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assent to tkat now moved. It contains matter of public 
notoriety^ ias well known without this Houise is within; 
as well known tb all Europe, I am sorry to say it, as to 
the British Parliament. It . talks of the expeftations of 
the Parliament and nation upon thie assurances of mini* 
sters. ts there a maii in this House who doubts such as^ 
surances were repeatedly given? But supposing there had 
not one been given,' does that exonerate ministers froni 
their duty and responsibility ? Would it be an apology for 
them to plead, that they were not bound to a performance 
of their trusts, or to attend all in their power to the pre- 
servation of the state, because they had not added verbal 
promises to more solemn engagements? It is absurd to 
spend a single consideration on this pkrt of the subjeft, 
though I have perceived, that the noble Lord who spoke on 
the other side, laboured this circumstance, as if the justifi- 
cation of ministers solely rested upon it. 

But th^ real subje^ matter of this debate depends upon 
something more than vague promises or loose assertions, 
made in either this House or the other. What have been 
the sums granted ? What has been our state of preparation ? 
Has our navy been adequate to the services ministers, from 
their public responsibility, were bound to provide for ? 
Here lies the true issue ; what ministers have done, not what 
they promised; what they were bound to perfonn, not 
what they said they would do. I say no. I appeal to the 
feelings and conviftion of every independent man on every 
side of the House. I appeal to the nation ; I might, with- 
out being justly charged with absurdity, extend the appeal 
beyond idiis island, and appeal to all Europe. 

I would recommend to gentlemen to consider our rela- 
tive situation in respeft of the rest of Europe. I would 
have them refleft on the rank we hold among nations of the 
first class, if not the first ourselves, within that description ; 
confessing or yielding to none as our superior. I would wish 
them to consider what has been and is looked upon to 
be the source of our power and greatness : otir trade and 
commerce, the consequent number of our seamen, and 
our naval superiority, which all inseparably give us riches 
and power, and every thing derived from an extensive 
commerce, numerous dependencies, and transmarine domi- 
nions; and the means of retaining and protefting them. 
Strip us of our marine pre-eminence, and where must we 
find ourselves ? Not ai^iong the first powers ot Europe, 
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far from it. Many countries exceed us irifinitely in extent of 
dominion, others in native produce, and perhaps manu&c-> 
tures. If, therefore, we should ever even come to an equality 
upon our proper element, with any other power, our impor- 
tance must go J every thing we possess out of this island 
will be held by a very precarious tenure, and our influence 
and consequence among the great powers of Europe must de- 
part with the cause which chiefly created it. 

I do not speak from mere speculation. I was on the cojitin 
nent, during the summer naval campaign, and at Vienna when 
the account cf the engagement of the 27th of July reached 
th^t capital. I happened to be at a court extremely well in- 
clined towards the interests of this country, which they, have 
proved to my own knowledge, in several instances, and that 
on occasions too, in which strong temptations had been^ 
thrown out, in order to warp that disposition to pur prejudice. 
One in particular, while I was there, relative to propositions 
made by one of the Congress delegates, relative to the open- 
ing a trade between our subjefts in America, and the Empress 
Queen's dominions in the Netherlands, which was treated 
with that indiflerence and contempt I hope such propositions 
will ever meet with, when made by rebellious subjefts, resist- 
ing the constitution and government, to which they are bound 
by every tie of gratitude and obedience. 

I mention this circumstance, as well to point out the dispo- 
sition of the court where I was, when an account of the af- 
fair of the 27th of July reached me, as to shew that the 
feelings expressed on the occasion by that Court, were the ge- 
nuine ofispring of amity and good will, and apply direilly to 
the subje^i of the present debate. 

What was the impression that narrative made ? The Court 
of Vienna heard it with astonishment. Their sentiments ac- 
corded exaftly with these ideas I have stated. They imagined 
Great Britain lords paramoimt of the ocean, and invincible at 
sea 5 and they looked upon an undecided contest, or drawn, 
battle, of such evil consequences to Great Britain, as to its^ 
cfl^efts, as to be little short of aftual defeat ; and did not hesi- 
tate to declare, that if once the empire of the ocean came to 
be seriously disputed by France, or any other nation, Britain 
would shortly be disrobed of her power and greatness, which 
must decrease in proportion as her naval glory grew less splen«* 
did, or she permitted a rival to share it with her. 

These, Sir, with the notoriety of the fads on which the; 
motion is supportedj are my reasons for giving my hearty af- 
£rmativc to it. I have forborne entering into detail, because 
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I take the whole matter as it presents itself to me, and as it 
has struck all Europe. Ministers have been to blame to trust 
to an equality ; the Mediterranean should be provided for, in 
the terms of the motion; therefore I shall conclude with say- 
ing, that the fleet of this country was not adequate to the 
important services his Majesty's ministers were bound to 
provide for. 

Hon. Temple Luttrell said, that although, after the for- 
ward part he had taken in navy matters for several sessions 
past, it might be expefted he would rise to trouble gentle- 
men for some length of time on the very comprehensive and* 
material question now introduced, yet he on aJl occasions dis- 
liked to enter upon such subjefts, where figures and dry mat- 
ters of faft were necessary, and which the temper of that 
House could never relish, especially when such dull work in- 
terfered with the more captivating powers of oratory — with 
florid declamation — ^with piersonal inuendos and sarcasms, op 
those jocular sallies for which the noble Lord in the Hue 
ribbon is so famous in a full House, and on days of the most 
solemn and critical import. 

He thought the fairest way to discuss this business, which' 
certainly tended to criminate the first Lord of the Admiralty, 
was, to consider of the means that have been .put in that no- 
ble Lord's hands for maintaining and improving the navy, 
and to see how these means have been applied \ comparing 
his management with that of his predecessors in office, and 
comparing also his official declarations in the face of the le- 
gislature and the nation with the aftual state and condition 
of the royal fleet. lord Hawke presided at the admiralty- 
board during the years 1767, 1768, 1769, 1770: the naval 
grants of parliament in his time, for the peace-establishment, 
came annually to about 1,550,0001. and the exceedings on 
the debt of the navy, exclusively of the interest accumulat- 
ing thereon, did not ampunt, commumhus annis^ to forty thou- 
sand pounds. The last year of Lord Hawke's naval admi- 
nistration was indeed more expensive; for in September 
1770, preparations were made for a war with Spain; and by 
the end of December, it appears, from the navy-b»oard ac- 
counts, there were 13,000 men raised more than had been 
provided for by parliament, besides an extraordinary exertion 
in equipping very numerous squadrons of capital ships to be 
in readiness for a6^ion if requisite. At the beginning cf Ja- 
nuary 1771, the Earl of Sandwich succeeded Lord Hawke; 
he found 28,000 seamen and marines, and eighty-one sail of 
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the line of battle, which only waited to receive their war- 
complements, and to be completed with those naval stores, 
of which there was plenty in the several dock-yards. A.fort- 
night after Lord Sandwich took his seat at the admiralty, the 
convention to restore peace between Great-Britain and Spain 
was signed in London by Prince Masarano and Lord Roch-r 
ford, which rendered it expedient tp reduce our naval charges, 
and to dismantle the greater number of our men of war theii 
in conmiission. However, as 40,000 men, at a sum not ex- 
ceeding 41. per month each man, had been voted by Parlia- 
ment the preceding November, neither the admiralty nor 
the treasury judged it necessary to be sparing of expence* i 
so that in the first year of the noble Earl's naval govermnent, 
there was issued for the navy from the treasury-board, no 
less a sum than 2,880,0001. and upwards, over and above 
200,0001. given by the House of Conmions in that year to 
discharge so much of the navy debt. And the state of the 
jiavy debt on the journals for the years 1770 and 1771 prove, 
that no, part of that enormous sum went towards the debt 
contracted under LQr4 Hawke in the year 1770. I will al- 
low, that about 100,0001. was at that time expended in re^;, 
flenishing the several store-houses consumed by the fire at 
ortsmouth ; after which, the docks, the magazines, and ship-; 
ping, were perhaps altogether in a far better state than at 
any former aera of our naval history. During the years 
1772, 1773, and 1774*, which were prior to the American 
disturbances, the supplies of Parliament for the navy w0!re 
large, beyond ^y precedent of peace establishment; the 
debts contrafted were at the same time beyond all bounds ; 
for a proof of which Mr. Lutterell said, he wished gentlemen 
to look at the debt of the navy on the journals as it stood De- 
cember 1772. Mr. Lutterell then said, that he should not 
enter much upon the extra-charges of the navy since the 
commencement of the civil war with America, because h^ 
could not do it with the same precision, nor compar?itive estir 
mate. He might be told (and perhaps justly) that this war 
was of an unprecedented nature, and attended with charge^ 



* It appears by the journals, that Lord North i33ued upwards of 
five pounds per head a month, lo the admiralty, for paying the sea- 
p)en that year, though the vote of Pr<rli:unent says ** a sura not ex- 
cecxiing 41. per month be grantcvj :' this step of" the treasury is 
witliOut precedent. * ' 
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which never could occur before; and for his part he had al- 
ways subscribed to that old adage, that " war is at ajl times 
a monster of such an appetite, that 'tis impossible to guess 
what he might devour." However, no person will be bold 
enough^ to deny, that Parliament has implicitly granted what- 
ever monies have been asked by ministers for the service of 
the navy ; but. Sir, has it been faithfully applied to the uses 
for which it was allowed ? Certainly not. Immense estimates 
have been given in and voted for repairing ships year after 
year, to the amount of some hundred thousand pounds^ 
which slups have never been touched; the Hero, the Dra- 
gon, the Arrogant, and others, which we have so often been 
told were in forwardness, and nearly finished, and on the 
feith of which official assertion we supplied still ftuther sums, 
^are not one of them, even at this day, fit for service, nor has 
the mdney been laid out on them, nor any one of them. 

The only article in the navy magazines that has been con» 
siderably added to by the present ministers, is the article of 
foreign timber, in contrafts for which they have been suf- 
ficiently lavish; but. Sir, it is to the destrudlion and not the 
preservation of your navy that foreign-timber has been intro- 
duced preferably to our British oak; suchcontradb may in* 
deed enrich a few individuals here, and may enrich the towns 
of Bremen, Rostock^ or Stettin ; but the wood is of a bad 
quality, and ought not to be used at all. British timber might 
have been obtained, and the proper methods of seasoning 
and preserving of it been thoroughly known, if due attention 
had been paid to so essential an objeft. 

As the noble Lord, who is peculiarly an objeft of our con*- 
sideration to-day, was pleased, in another place, to comment 
upon certain arguments used by me in this House during a 
former navy debate, I may be allowed to offer a few observa^ 
tions ypon his reasoning. His Lordship* maintains, that the 
navy-expenditiu-e is at this day pretty nearly the same a? in 
former times, so far back (says he) as the Proteftorate in 1651, 
Now, Sir, what resemblance may be found between the navy- 
estimates of that 3Era and those of the present, I am at a loss 
to discover. The pay of your seamen, which at the begin- 
ing of the Proteftorate was from thirteen shillings to sixteen 
shillings per man, is now higher by one third. The or- 
4inary and extraordinary of the service, which in 1779 
^mounts tp nieay a million sterling, came eXaftly to the sum 
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of 20,000j. and the noble Lord who breaks up the King's 
ships by scores, at his own pleasure merely,^ who sells them 
when and for wliat sums he pleases, now and then re-pur- 
chasing them at above double the price they were^sold for*j 
I say, the noble Lord might have learnt, that in the time of 
the rroteftorate, the Conimons considered in committee oii 
the propriety of breaking up a single man of war (the 
Dreadnought), and when the Commons had approved of 
their report, they sent to the other House for its concurr 
rence. A certain naval minister in this House [Mr. Ellis, 
treasurer of the navy] is continually referring us to examples 
of a rather later date, the reigns of Charles IL and King 
William ; let us see if either of those will warrant the pre- 
sent misconduft. The former of the two was indeed suf- 
ficiently corrupt and prodigal, during the first Dutch war; 
upon an inquiry into the state of the navy, there was disr 
coverjed a considerable waste of the public monies, the trea-? 
surer of the navy's account ill kept, and many sums paid intQ 
his hands totally unnoticed. He was punished accordingly. 
In the second war against the republic of Holland, our mari- 
time affairs were still worse condufted, under the government 
of that flagitious set of ministers called the Cab^, yrho pre- 
vailed upon their sovereign to rob the Exchequer, and to sus-r 
pend, by virtue of his regal authority, the operation of an 
aft of Parliament for the better regulating and manning the 
royal fleet. But the ministers who composed that Cabal at 
jeugth met with their deserts, and their impeachments upop 
your journals might well be held up in terrorem to those wlvpi 
how occupy their places in the state, and who approach tQ 
*^ add nearly, if not altogether," to their measure of guilt.— r 
However, King Charles II. at length owned his faults, an4 
in a speech to his Parliament used these words, " I have not 
been as good an husband of my people's money as I ought tQ 
have been, nor as I am resolved to be in futyre." The 
House of Commons, during the remainder of his reign, toolj; 
care that the money for the navy should be applied to the 
specific purposes for which it was granted, under severe pe-: 
nalties, ascertaining the ra'tes of sliips of wjur to be built for 
the royal-navy, with their tonnage, and price to be given pcf 
ton, &c. In proof of this Mr. Luttrell referred to the navy- 
grants for 1675, and 1676. 
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And here he took occasion to shew, that many articles in 
«hiprbuil4ing, storing, &c. ought to be cheaper to the public 
in these days than they were a century ago ; but explained 
to the House that he meant before the loss of our American 
colonies, which used to supply us with tar, turpentine^ 
masts, &c. He then took a short view of the navy diuing 
the reigns of King William, Queen Anne, and George L 
proving that the House of Commons had held it theur inp 
dispensible duty, from time to time, to inspect strictly the 
navy accounts, correct mismanagement, punish delinquents, as 
in the year 1710 and 171 1, and obtain from the crow^ dire<;- 
tions for the admiralty-board to retrench the navy charges^ 
(as in the year 1699, and 1 700, under Sir George Rook.) He 
then desire4 the Clerk to read the speech of King George Ii| 
Oftober 19, 1721, in which the King complains of the weight 
of the navy debt as a signal detriment to his government, 
and to the public credit ; yet the navy, debt, which is now 
five millions and upwards, and which will, eight month,8 
hence, amount to at least seven millions, was then hiijt 
1,700,0001. and when Sir Joseph Jekyll (a most rcspeftable 
character in his day) moved for an exaft account of this debt 
to be laid before Parliament, he was seconded by the mini- 
ster himself [Sir Robert Walpole] who agreed that Parlia^ 
ment could not justify it to themselves nor to their consti- 
tuents, to give away the public money blindfold; but he 
begged leave to assure the House, that of 1,700,0001. no less 
than 1,100,0001. had been incurred during the latq reig% 
gnd the 600,0001. in addition, which had been accumulating 
ever since 1714^ to that time, being seven years, was chiefly 
pccasioned by a greater number of seamen having been em- 
ployed in the Mediterranean and Baltic, during the war witji 
Spain and Sweden, than had been provided i^r by Parlis^ 
ment at 41. per month each man, and the remainder accrued 
from the interest of navy and viftualling bills ; but he pledg- 
ed himself to the House that not a shilling had been advanced 
' for the navy, but what had been expressly approved of and 
found necessary by the House. 

Mr. Luttrell dwelt upon this point, which, he said, hap- 
pened at a time that the present treasurer of the navy was (he ' 
believed) in Parliament, in order to convince the House, tlut 
with due oeconomy, the 41. per month each man was, in 
time of peace, almost, if not entirely, sufficient for the pur- 
poses of the grant. He next took a view cf the late reign, 
^nd plainly demonstrated, that enquiries were, from ses- 
^7 sion 
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sion to session, had in the House of Commons, as to the ap- 
plication of the monies allowed for the royal fleet, and lists 
constantly demanded and granted (so difterently from the 
modem policy and projc^b of ministers) of the ships ac- 
tually in commission, with their number of men respeftively, 
stations, &c. which, being produced to the House in the sub- 
sequent years, could give no information to the enemy within 
the possibility of mischief. He instanced the years 1740, 
1741, and 1742, particularly two orders of the House of 
Commons in 1741, which was in the midst of a foreign war^ 
But before he concluded he would indulge the honourable 
member who spoke on the navy business a few nights ago 
[Lord Mulgrave] with a comparative view gf tjie navy in the 
years 1759 and 1778, which the noble Lord had only slightly 
touched upon. For in 1759 (the most glorious period of the 
most glorious maritime war this country was ever engaged 
in) 60,000 seamen and marines were voted in Parliament ; 
the numbers a£hially raised, as we find by the book on your 
table, were 80,000 at a medium. We had sixty^five sail of 
the line of battle in the several squadrons of North America,- 
Jamaica (under Admiral Cotes); Leeward Islands (undqr 
Commodore Moore) ; East Indies (Sir George Pocock) ; the 
Mediterranean (Admiral Boscawen) ; and upon cruises or. 
convoys ; we ha,d, beside; th^t number abroad, twenty-seven 
sail of the line at home ; in all, in June 1759, in commi&p 
sion and adhially fit for sea, ninety-two men of war of the 
line, besides store-ships and hospital-ships ; twentyi-three ships 
of 50 guns, fifty-four frigates of 32 guns and upwards, and* 
forty-two sixth-rates. In June 1778, we had on foreign sta- 
tions, twenty-seven of the line (inclu4ing Byron's squadron), 
and at home twenty-two of the line, exclusive of store-ships 
and hospital-ships in commission, and aftually c|nploy^d ; 
about thirty frigates of 32 guns and upwards, fourteen ships 
of 50 guns, and forty sixth-rates. The grants for the navy in 
1759 were about 3,700,0001. and the debt in addition was 
1,624,0001. the grants for the navy in 1778 were about 
4,100,0001*, and the d^bt in addition is 1,764,0001. so that 
the navy last year cost above half a million sterling more 
than in the year 1759 ; and it is to be remembered, that, acr 
<;ording to the returns of the navy-ofl5ce, there were about 
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ten thousand men in pay in the year 1759 more than in 
1778. In 1759 your 74 gun ships were allowed 650 men, 
and now their establishment is lowered to 600 njen. 

Mr. Luttrell concluded with shewing, in opposition to Lord 
Mulgrave's state of the two fleets on the 27th of July last, 
that the French fleet, notwit:hstanding our superior number 
of three-decked ships, lyas in faft as strong as that under 
Admiral Keppel. He likewise made some anipiadversions 
ijpon Sir Richard Worsle/s assuming the character of an in- 
dependent cpuntry gentlcmjm*. Before he sat down, he 
severely censured administration in having contrafted for 24« 
and 2'8-gun ships these fom* or five years last past, and not 
having provided the larger frigates of 32 and 36 guns, which 
were the j?io.st useful in a French and Spanish war ; he ob- 
served, that only one frigate of that description is to be 
^aimched in the course of the current year ; and he exhibited, 
in very alarming colours, the present condition of our fifth 
j|nd sixth-rrate ships, deficiency of naval stores, masts, &c. 

Sir Richard Worsley took notice, that the honourable gen- 
tleman who made tlae motion had alluded particularly to a 
description of men in that House, among whom he wished to 
rank himself 5 and whom the honourable gentleman had de- 
scribed as coming down to the House that day, to give their 
support to the minister. The honourable gentleman said, 
Jie took an opportunity of reminding the country gentlemen, 
how ministen had deceived them ; how they had promised an 
American revenue.and unconditional submission ; but that in- 
stead of performing their engagements, had relinquished the 
most distant thoughts of either. He could answer for one, 
iand doubted not but it was the case of numbers of gentlemen 
present, th^t he recollefted every one material measure that 
was proposed, the circumstances which made them necessary, 
or accompanied them ; and he could safely lay his hand upon 
his heart and affirm, that he never gave a vote upon any one 
of those measures that he repented of, or that he would not 
jrepeat under similar circumstances. 

Mr. GrenvUle said, as to the main faft on which the mo- 
tion turned, that of the comparative states of our navy, in 
the years 1756 and 1778, he had an authentic paper in his 
hand, which he believjcd would appear decisive to the House. 

It 
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It was copied from the papers of an honoured and most dear 
relation [supposed to mean either his father^ George Gren- 
ville, or Lord Temple his uncle, who was in 1756 &st Lord 
of the admiralty.] The faft was, that the British navy con- 
sisted of above one hundred and thirty ships of the line, . 
and an hundred and fifty frigates, in the year 1756 5 of 
which eighty-nine of the line, with one hundred and two 
frigates, were aftually fit for service ; sixty of the line de- 
tached in squadrons, convoys, stations, &c. and the re- 
mainder retained for home defence. He said, be the e£Fe£l 
of the present motion what it might, he was determined to 
remain in his present situation. He was convinced a change 
of measures, and of course of men, was become necessary ; 
he would not take a place imder the present admmistrationy 
nor under whoever might be called by the voice of the nation 
to succeed them ; but he could not avoid giving his public 
testimony that he thought the present ministers were no 
longer deserving of national confidence. 

The honourable gentleman who spoke last had said, he 
gave his confidence to administration. He could say the same. 
The honourable gentleman had voted in support of admini- 
stration : so had he. The honourable gentleman still gave 
them his confidence and support, he never repented of a- 
vote he gave them, nor had given one that he would not 
Jigain repeat. The honourable gentleman declared hinaself a 
country gentleman. He hoped, both from his independent 
views and particular situation, he had a claim to be enrolled 
in that class ; but whatever similarity there might subsist iii -^ 
other respefts, their present sentiments very widely differed. 
He was now convinced, that the measures respefting Ame- 
rica were wrong at the outset; that they were worse con- 
dufted *, that instead of resting the claims of this country 
over her colonies, on grounds truly constitutional, we had 
set up demands, which if attended with successes, must have 
terminated in tyranny and oppression. That instead of put- 
ting an end to the first complaints, by adopting measures of 
persuasion, and of a lenient nature, we increased the public 
discontents, and irritated and inflamed ; that when things 
arose afterwards to the alarming height they did, we fed tfo 
disease by weak and irresolute measures, instead of aAing 
with vigour ; and that finally, when we resolved to adopt a 
pondu^l, which if proper or necessary at all, should have 
taken, place much earlier, wc found ourselves totally inade-? 
quate to the task, and were afterwards compelled to sue 

for 
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for terms^ and those too of the most humiliating and dis- 
graceful nature, which, considering the time they were of- 
fered, and the other concurrent circumstances, which were 
the cause of such concessions, so derogatory to the honouj: 
aAd most essential interests of this country, they were, it 
might well be expe£ted, rejefted with the contempt they de- 
served. 

Mr. Grenville again resumed the consideration of the ques- 
tiQn before the House, and said, he should be sorry to tres- 
pass on the patience of so full an assonbly, to prove what 
had already been demonstrated so ably by the honourable 
gentlemMi who made the motion^ and which by way of con- 
trast, he begged to observe, called for so little support. 

In those ideas, he should sit down with declaring, that 
every part of the honourable gentleman's proposition met 
his most hearty assent and approbation. 

Lord ^(?r/A agreed with the honourable gentleman who 
moved the previous question, that there was no evidence be- 
fore the House to justify the present proposed vote ; but con- 
tended^ that giving a negative did not preclude the House 
from entering into an enquiry hereafter. The charges were 
direft ; they were matters worthy of public consideration, and 
ought to be enquired into, and he was sure would be en- 
quired into. The previous question was therefore unneces- 
sary on that grcmnd. Fafts were stated in the motion which 
had not a tittle of proof to support them ; consequently till 
they were proved, the most regular and parliamentary mode 
of proceeding was to meet them with a direft negative. 

His Lordship answered several parts of Mr. Fox's speech : 
said, he did not build upon his popularity, or parliamentary 
influence, in order to shield the first Lord of the admiralty. 
What he said the other night proceeded from motives of 
justice. The first Lord of the admiralty was no more cul- 
pable or censurable than any other of his Majesty's confiden- 
tial servants. The censure, if due at all, was equally due 
to every other member of administration, as well as Lord 
Sandwich. He had but one voice in determining measures 
of state, and was therefore no farther responsible than for 
what came to his individual share. 

His Lordship then read the motion, and endeavoured to 
shew that no part of it was supported by faft. In answer 
to the honouraWe gentleman who spoke last, that our force 
in 1756 consisted of eighty-nine ships of the line, he insisted 
that it was no more th^n seventy-one, whereas, the present 
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force amounted to eighty ships of the line. He proceeded td 
the other parts of the proposition in the same niaHher, ahdf 
met every single faft with a contradiAiort. 

His Lordship lastly replied to Mr. Luttrelf, aftd entered 
iioito a great variety of computations, in which was included 
the. whole question relative to the grants for naval services ; 
the manner of voting them, and making up the accounts j 
of passing those accounts at the office of the auditor of the' 
exchequer ; of the incurring the expences under the several 
heads of expenditure, as well those voted by estimate, a^ 
those coming under the description of extra serviced or navy 
debt ; of the requisitions to the board of tfeasuiy, tod the 
warrants issued to the treasurer of the navy, &c. 

After having walked over this beaten field, for nearly 
three quarters of an hour, he replied to several parts of the 
speeches of Lord Howe and Admiral Keppel. He said the nobler 
Lord had expressed an intention of retiring from the servicft 
He confessed he was sorry for it, because he was well con- 
vinced of his great professional ability, as far as he might be 
presumed to have an opinion on the subjeft ; but at the 
same time, he declared, he was totally unconscious that 
any cause of disgust had been given to the noble Lord. If 
there had, he could truly affirm that he had no hand in ad- 
ministering it ; and he was persuaded, that every one of his 
Majesty's confidential servants were equally blameless. He 
was sure that they entertained the highest respect for him 
as an officer and a man •, and they might well be charged 
with all the folly and incapacity laid at their door, if they 
could have entertained a design, or entered into any conspi- 
racy to defeat the successful execution of measures, which they 
had so nearly at heart, and which it was their duty to promote* 

Much had been said relative to the neglect of ministers, re- 
spedting the protcdHon of our commerce in the Mediterra- 
nean, and the necessity there was for sending a force into that 
sea. He thought that objeclion had been fully answered by the 
confession of the honourable Admiral himself, who acknow- 
ledged, that on being consulted on the propriety of detach- 
ing early to the Mediterranean, gave his opinion against it. 
Much of the same argument had been repeated by the 
honourable gentleman who made the motion ; by the noble 
Lord, and the honourable Admiral, of our inferiority of 
force in the month of June last ; that point had been already 
decided upon, the sense of the House had been taken, and 
it had, after solemn del)ate, declared that the evidence of the 

faft 
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faft was not sufBcient to entitle it to the sanation of a vote. 
But independent of any previous opinion, he thought now, 
as he had done then, that the French fleet was not superior to 
ours, when the honourable Admiral sailed from Plymouth. 
He believed the force was pretty nearly balanced, that 
both fleets were in a forward state of preparation, and the 
event proved the strong grounds on which this conclusion 
rested ; because when both squadrons got sight of each other 
on the 23d, they were thirty ships to thirty; though 
on the 27th the French were inferior; on account of two 
ships of their squadron having been by some accident sepa* 
rated, or hot in a condition to keep company with the rest of 
the fleet. 

On the whole, the prime objeft of sending the squadron 
to sea at either time, when the admiral first sailed from Ply- 
mouth, and afterwards from Portsmouth, being to cover and 
proteft our trade and commerce both outward bound and 
returning, he thought it a very proper and wise measure 
to send Mr. Keppel to sea ; the event proved that it was. 
. Our merchant fleets proceeded with safety to their different 
destinations j our East and West -India fleets were protcfted ; 
the commerce of our enemies was interrupted, and became 
the prey of our privateers ahnost to its total ruin : so that on 
the whole what appeared by the evidence, as well as what 
had been proved by subsequent events, he was enabled to 
affirm on the just est grounds of faft and probability, that we 
were equal to France, if not superior, in the month of June ; 
'and that instead of the first Lord of the admiralty or his 
Majesty's ministers deserving censure, for sending the ho- 
nourable admiral to sea with twenty ships of the line, they 
merited the thanks of that House, and of the public at 
large. 

Mr. Byng replied to Lord North upon the supposed want 
of proof. The noble Lord read the motion, part by part, 
and had endeavoured to put a negative upon each separate 
"position. In imitation of the noble Lord, he begged the 
House to indulge him in the same manner. He should not 
press the same fadls, which had been already so ably and 
cprreftly stated by his honourable friend who made the mo- 
tion, nor the very important authentic document, read some 
time since by another honourable friend of his rtear him [Mr. 
Grenville] which had not been even attempted to be in- 
validated by any one person, except by a loose assertion 
made by th^ noble Lord in the blue fibbon. He should 

appeal 
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appeal to the feelings and conviftion of the House^ and read 
his honourable friend's motion negatively, and then leave itf 
to the good sense and integrity of the House, whether any ond 
noble or honourable person present would give the motion^ 
thus altered) his assent. The motion would then run thus : 

** It appears to this House, that the state of the navy, at 
the breaking out of the war with France, was very equal tor 
what this House and the nation were led to expeft." Where 
was the man darihg and confident enough to maintain that 
proposition ? And, ** adequate to the exigencies of the variouaT 
services for which it was the duty of his Majesty's mini-< 
?ters to have provided for at so important a crisis.'* Does 
not this, on the first blush, appear equally false and iff 
founded ? Or will the noble Lord undertake to say, ** that 
cither were equal or adequate, to the declarations of his Ma- 
jesty's ministers ?" He will not, he cannot; or, lastly, will" 
any man contend ** that the great sums of money granted^ 
and debts incurred, on account of the naval services," were 
exaftly correspondent " to the real state of the navy ?" Htf 
proceeded to observe upon the motion in this manner, ancf 
created a great deal of mirth on almost every side of tHe' 
House. 

Mr. Burke next rose, and was severe upon the language oi 
the noble Lord in the blue ribbon, both on that and the pre- 
ceding day, relative to the colleftive responsibility of mini-' 
sters, and the individual irresponsibility of each, for matters' 
transadted in his respeftive department ; a language, he coH- . 
tfended, equally new in that House and out of it ; for it 
amounted, in faft, to an avowed irresponsibility, both indivi- 
dually and coUedlively. The chancellor, the secretaries o£^ . 
state, the first lord of the treasury or admiralty, according, 
to this doctrine, might do or suffer any thing, without being' 
amenable to Parliament or the nation. If they were over-* 
ruled in cabinet, says the noble Lord, they cannot be respon- 
sible ; if they are not over-ruled, neither can they be respon- 
sible : so that whatever any minister had done, or hereafter 
might do, he was by no means answerable for ; because the 
evil or mischief transafted was transafted in the company of 
others. Who are those others ? That no man can tell •, the 
advisers oi the crown are enjoined to secrecy. They may be 
the first movers or abettors of the greatest of all possible mis- 
chief, or any member of a committee or council may consent 
to be the instrument of carrying it into execution j but what 
of that? The instrument may perpetrate the mischief, though' 
as one of the King's advisers he should disapprove of it, with 
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impunity; if he is a mover in it, he is equally beyond th^ 
reach of public justice or parliamentary censure; because it 
cannot be deemed his a6t, but that of the majority of those 
to whom it is proposed. — But who are the persons that coin- 
pose this majority? That is not to be told; somebody, or some 
. persons, have committed the crime, but no man is to be ques- 
tioned for it. ' The noble Lord in the blue ribbon, in his 
usual pithy and humorous m»mner, related a saying of the 
late Sir Godfrey Kneller, that a thief was not to blame, but 
the person who left the thing stolen, in his way, which 
operated as a temptation to him to commit the criminal aft. 
He begged leave to tell another story, he hoped no less hu-* 
inorous and applicable. Two men with cloaks went to an 
* eating-house, and one of them stole a piece of flesh meat, 
and concealed it under his cloak ; Oh, said the master to one 
t)f them, you are the thief, restore me my meat. No, says 
the thief, I am not, I give you leave to search, having previ-» 
ously shifted it to his companion. The latter being questioned 
in the same manner, returned it with equal dexterity to liis 
colleague, Sb it was with the confidential servants of the 
crown, On the present occasion. If any of them is charged 
personally, it is not his a6t, but that of his brother advisers; 
aild if the whole body is charged, another rises and answers 
for his share only, but leaves the nation to find out and search 
for the real authors; for the noble Lord tells you, that every 
thing is determined by a. majority not known, nor whom no 
persons but themselves are permitted to know. 

He then moved, that the speeches from the throne froni 
the 26th Oftober 1775, till the last delivered in November 
1778, be turned to, and that part of them respefting the dis^ 
position of foreign powers read; which being complied with, 
he observed, that they contained the most full and complcat 
evidence of the public afts of ministers, contrasted with the 
l^eal situation of public affairs. In them they had, |)articu- 
larly for the three last years, stated their apprehensions of 
the interference of foreign powers, accompanied with the ful- 
lest assurances of taking the most effedhial steps of putting 
this country into a proper state of naval defence. They as^ 
sured us, -that France and Spain, so long as two years since, 
Were arming, and gave it as a reason for an incJreased naval 
establishment. Were they at the end of those two years equal 
to France and Spain united, or even to France alone? On 
the opening of the last session, they again stated their appre- 
hensions of the formidable naval armaments going on in the 
ports of Spain. Would the noble Lord, ot any one per- 
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son in that House, rise and aver, that our navy was at this 
instant in a situatign to contend with the united fleets of 
France and Spain ? He was sure, confident as they were, they 
neither would, nor dared. 

Here then was the clearest evidence, arising from parlia- 
mentary documents, and those of the highest nature, pro- 
ceeding from the mouths of ministers themselves, that the 
state of the navy, in the terms of the motion, was unequal 
to what "the Nation and that House were led to expe£lirom 
the declarations of ministers." He would not go back either 
to the close of the year 1777, or to July 1778 j but he would 
put the question fairly and roundly to ministers up to the 
present moment. Was the state of the navy, at this instant, 
supposing that Spain should think proper to take a part in 
the quarrel, equal to those declarations which ministers liad 
put into the mouth of their sovereign ? Were we either su- 
perior to, or" able to cope with, the united force of the whole 
House of Bourbon ? He went into a great deal of matter 
which had before fallen in debate, and concluded with giv- 
ing his assent to the motion of his honourable friend* 

Lord Howcy in reply to Lord North, condemned the seve- 
ral naval arrangements, so far as they respefted Europe ; said 
it was highly absurd to suppose that the force in Brest har- 
bour was not superior to that sent out under the command of 
his honourable friend; that the Mediterraneaa had been 
shamefully ncgledted; and that, in his opinion, our home de- . 
fence v/as no way answerable to the vast sums expended, nor 
at all " adequate to the services necessary to be provided for 
at so important a crisis." 

Admiral Kcppel denied that he was sent out either as a con- 
voy, or to proteft the home trade. Neither of those were 
the objects, unless by consequence. He allowed, if the Barest 
fljeet was kept in harbour, that of course the home trade was 
thereby protefted: but the way to effeft that, was not by 
sending him out with an inferior force; for if Jie had' kept 
. the sea, both his squadron and the trade would have run the 
risque of being destroyed. 

The noble Lord in the blue ribbon, and the other noble 
Lord near him, had mentioned in argument, that there was 
no proof, but the imperfeft papers found aboard the Pallas 
and Licorne, of the superiority of the Brest fleet. This mat- 
ter had been purposely or mistakenly misrepresented, ais he 
had observed in the last debate. He had not solely relied oil 
the information Contained ifi the papers. Persons taken 
abroad had been examined, their information compared, and 

the 
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the whcje uniform correspondent stream of evidence wasj 
that there were twenty-seven ships of the line then lying in 
Brest wafer, perhaps, by what appeared to the contrary, at 
th.at very instant at sea. 

Ai to the fleet under his c'pmmdnd being superior on the 
17th of J^ly to that of France, as asisert^d by the noble 
Lord who spoke first, he was mistaken, or did hot attend to 
his assertion^ properly. The fleet of France was superior in 
number, but in point of strength nearly equal. If we haJ 
'Seven three-deckers, they had a great number of eighties; 
and though he granted in some situations three-deck ships 
Were better than those of two, he doubted much if in an en- 
gagement such as that of the 27th of July, that two-deckers, 
bemg more manageable, and capable of quicker movements, 
and easier worked, were not fully equal to three-deckers, 
many of which were knoAvn' to be slow sailers. And at all 
events, if he had his option, he did not know wh"ch he 
would have chose. He would have fought either fleet with 
equal confidence of success. He did not mean to arrogate 
to himself any superior skill pr ability, nor to insinuate that 
the French were equal to us in point of skill or bravery, 
but merely as to the point of efl^eftive strength. 

Sir. James Lowther said he was for the previous question 
moved early in the day by Mr. Adam ; and said, if there was 
ah enquiry, it ought to be a jtidicial enquiry. 

Mr. Fox rose about a quarter after twelve o'clock, and beg- 
ged that no person would give a vote in favour of his motion, 
who was not perfeftly satisfied that the general fafts stated 
in it were fully proved both literally and substantially, and 
that ministers had failed in their repeated assurances to the 
Nation and that House. 

At one o'clock the.House divided; ayes 174 ; |ioes 246; 

The following eighteen gentlemen, who were absent on 
the former division on the third instant, (see page Si) Voted 
In the minority in this division. 

Admiral Keppel... ■. i..Windsor 

Richard Wilbraham Bootle Chester 

Sir Alexander Leith »..." Tregonr 

George Rous * * .....».i Shartfesbitf/ 

iHenry Cruger ;...* Bristol 

John RadclilFe ;.M..JSt. Alban's 

. John Wilkes i Middlesex 

Join Glynn J)itta 

Georgrc Hayley ..«, •«<i....'...««««MM««m«%««XiOtidQti 
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Lord IVenman ......•••.•• Oxfordshire 

Benjamin Lethieullier.. ^ Andover 

' Sir Patrick Blake .......' ^ JSudbury 

Ser Ger. W. Van Neck ...Dunwich 

Frederick Standert .Blechingley 

Pinkney Wilkinson Old Sarum 

LordBulkeley ^ , Artglesea 

Sir Henry Williams Beaumaris 

Glynn Wynn Caernarvon 

Sir Horace Mann, member for Maidstone, also voted in 
the minority on this division. He voted in the majority on 
the 3d of March. ' , 

The following gentlemen, who voted in the minority on 
the 3d of March, were absent on this division : 

Hon. T. Howiard Christopher Mollyneux, Esq. 

Serjeant Adair George Forrester, Esq. * 

Humphry Sturt, Esq. James Lowther, Esq. 
Charles Barrow, Esq. John Dunning, Esq. 
Hon. B. Gray Sir Herbert Mackworth, &c. 

March 9. No debate. 

March 10. 
Sir Henry Hoghton, agreeable to notice he had given some 
days before, said he should move for some farther relief be- 
ing given to Protestant Dissenters. Sir Henry entered, in a 
summary way, upon the whole extent of the argument of re- 
ligious toleration; .and contended, that, as a liberal and en- 
lightened nation, it was a matter of great reproach to this 
country, thiit its established church still retained the prejit- 
dices of barbarous times, and continued the praftice of into- 
lerance and persecution, in dire<Sl: opposition to the true prin- 
ciples of Christianity, and in defiance of the precepts of the 
divine institutor of our holy religion. Sir Henry spoke of 
the favour lately done to the Roman Catholics by the legis- 
lature, asserting that ' the measure was exceedingly wise and 
proper, but arguing that it was much more necessary to af- 
ford some relief to the Protestant Dissenters; and that aftc^ 
such a step as Parliament had last year taken respecting the 
Roman Catholics, it would be the most absurd piece of conduft, 
.and the most violent inconsistency, if Parliament refused to 
extend a similar degree of toleration to sefts of men who were 
quiet, inoffensive, and useful citizens, and whose religious 
opinions came so much nearer the doftrines of the established 
church of England. He then took occasion to shew, that his 
argument was not built merely upon his own private opinion $ 

he 
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he said that some of the most learned and best informed 
members of the established church entertain the same senti- 
ments, and not only men whose profession was not clerical, 
buj ministers of the word of God, and ministers who had at- 
tained very high honours in the church. In support of this 
insertion, he mentioned the fiishop of Exeter, who in his 
sermon, preached on the 30th of January, had emphatically 
expressed his wishes that religious toleration were extended, 
and that the Protestant Dissenters might have a legal security 
for the free exercise of their worship. With the leave of 
the House, Sir Henry read an extraft from the Bishop's ser- . 
mon 5 an extraft couched in the strongest terms of philan- 
thropy, liberal sentiment, and solid sense. Having finished 
his recital, Sir Henry concluded his speech with moving, 

** That this House do now resolve itself into a committee, 
to consider of granting further relief to Protestant dissenting 
ministers and schoolmasters." 

Mr. Montagu seconded the motion, and as he conceived 
every man in that House had the liberality to be an advo- 
cate for toleration, he could not suppose any one member 
would rise to oppose a motion so fair, and of so little extent, 
as that of his honourable friend \ for which reason, he de- 
clared, he would not add a word in support of his argument, 
but would reserve his sentiments for a future occasion. 
• The motion was read by the Speaker. 

Sir William Bagot began with professing himself as zealous 
aix advocate for toleration h^ any man in the House. He 
r begged, however, that gentlemen would consider that the 
motion led to a matter of as much importance as had ever 
been agitated in Parliament, no less than an alteration of the 
constitution of this country } an essential alteration in her 
establishment of church and state. He took a short review 
of our present situation j said, these were days of tumult, of 
'division, of jealousy, and of war; declaring that there wanted 
nothing but the implacable spirit of religious controversy to 
blow lipon the very existence of this empire. He wished, 
therefore, that the agitation of a question of so serious a na- 
ture was postponed till quieter times, and till the minds oF 
men were less agitated and less inflamed. He said that it 
was more necessary 'than dangerous, at this particular crisis, 
to attempt any alteration in the religious laws of this country, 
That there was no complaint of persecution made by the Pro- 
testant Dissenters, nor any desire expressed by them of hayingj 
a greater degree of toleration than they now enjoyed. On 
tiid contrary, from the sermons of some of the ministers of ** 
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that persuasion, and from other publications, it was obvious, 
that the toleration as it now istoo(i was amjple, and that, undec 
that toleration, doctrines were delivered and disseminated of a 
very extraordinary nature indeed. He spoke of the alammig 
progress of atheism, and of the multiplicity of atheistical opi- 
nions which were daily issued from the press, He called tho 
recollection of the honourable gentlemen who made and sc« 
conded the motion, back to what had passed, when it was last 
attempted to alter the l^ws respecting t^rotestant Dissenters. 
At that time the petitioners came to rarliament with a pledge 
in their hands, a test that they were Christians, and yet it w^ 
thought improper to grant thpm the relief prayed for. They 
had ^t that tinie asked for relief on the express condition oJF 
using the holy scriptures, and preaching th^ gospel as the di- 
vines of the established church did ; now, he understood, they 
%vere to be left at large, neither to subscribe to the ai^iclesi 
nor to give any pjedge whatever as a scjcurity that they wcml4 . 
not ogpose the &ndamental doctrines of Christianity; 

Mr. M-ontagu, in reply, begged the honbyrabje baronet t^ 
consider, that the present motion did hpt go in the least to al^ 
jer the constitution ; on the contrary, it w^s only the Gx$% 
stage of an endeavour, to afford the Protestant Dis$enter8 the 
sam^ degree of toleration which had lately been granted tq 
Rom^n Catholics. He was, he declared, not a little amaze4 
to hear the doctrine, that a bill to warrant toleration woulc^ 
create tymult, and occasion controversy ; he had ever imagin- 
ed, that an ejttended toleration would pyt a stop to the latter* 
^nd prevent the former. He had been accustomed to thinlt, 
that religious controversy arose from bigotryj from cnthusi^ 
asm, from obstinacy, and from ignprance, and not from a^ 
liberal allowance of opinion, upon a subject respecting which 
all seritimenta were rather founded^xtvl^ope than in certainty, 
The honovirable baronet had professed hiipself a friend to tOj-J 
leration, and yet rose to oppose it, where it might be given 
without the least danger to the state, or to individuals. Thej 
intention, it was true, was to give free, unlimited toleration tq 
the Protestant Dissenters. The honourable baronet had wish- 
ed, that they might subscribe to the articles of tjie establish-t 
cd church. Was it possible, in the nature of things, to mal^c 
a more absurd requisition ? What ! ask a religious sect, of \ 
peculiar uay of thinking, to subscribe to the articles of ano^ 
thcr sect of a directly opposite opinion ? There was such a 
manifest in consistency in the supposition^ that it was not wortl^ 
a moment's arguments ' * • . 
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Sir George Tonge declared himself an advocate for toleration, 
was heartily pleased that the business was begun upon, re- 
joiced that it had got into such able hands, and promised the 
iLOnourable gentleman who made the motion his assistance 
and concurrence. 

Mr. WVkes, I rise not at this time to en^er into the merits 
of so important a question to religious liberty among us, but 
to answer the objeftions of the honourable gentleman near 
me, a^inst going into a committee for this consideration. 
This early opposition is more harsh than well judged. He 
thinks the question should not now be agitated, because a time 
of tumult, distress, and war, is a very improper season to make 
the least <Jiange in the state of religion in any country. Did 
the worthy baronet forget that a just relief was the very lasr 
year granted to many oppressed loyal subjefts, to the Roman 
Catholics, and an important change made in their situation 
among us ? Yet, Sir, the last year was equally a year of tu- 
mult, distress and war. Not the least inconvenience of any 
kind has arisen from tht aft of last session in favour of the Ro- 
man Catholics, from so great an alteration in pur ecclesiastical 
police. On the contranr, the nation has more firmly at- 
tached to it, by the ties of gratitude, a very considerable num- 
ber of useful subjefts. Not the least tumult or disturbance 
has been the consequence of that wise measure. It is impos- 
sible. Sir, that toleration can create tumults and religious 
wars. Persecution is, indeed, a most active daemon, de- 
lighting in human sacrifices, has drenched our fields, and dyed 
our scafiblds, with the slaughter of the viftims of religious 
rage : but the spirit of toleration is conciliating, heals divi- 
sions, and teaches men mutual forbearance, meekness, gen- 
tleness,, and universal, benevolence. The worthy baronet, 
in the great compass of his reading, will not give a single 
proof of the mischief even of the most unlimited toleration, 
but he will find innumerable marks of the blopdy footsteps of 
the revengeful and remorseless persecutor, less intent to save 
than to destroy. 

Another objection which the honourable gentleman has 
urged, is, that there is no petition before the Hpuse from 
^ny body of the Protestant Dissenters, np complaint of pcrscf- 
cution, no instance of severity against any of the sefts which 
differ from the Establishment. When tlie House proceeded 
the last year to give relief to the RcMnan Catholics, was any 
petition previously presented ? Was a committee appointed to 
state the various fa^t-s of persecution, or even harsh usag^ ? 
Were saiy cases of thuiti^ture urged in proj^f ?K9,§ir,t}ieHou^ 

H 4? ^\^^^^&s^ 
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proceeded on the liberal idea of removing all unjust and im- 
politic restraint^, on the justice of leaving the subject free as 
to all opinions merely religious, on itbc natural right of every 
man to worship his Creator in the manner tvhich he thinks 
most ;iccept^ble to the Deity. The Romap Catholics had 
not been harassed by any legal prosecutions j but the laws 
were unrepealed, which put them in the power of every inr 
fampus informer. They were subjeft at any time to the most 
rigorous pen^tiesj at all times to the most mortifying re-^ 
^traints. The wisdom and equity of Parliament at last inter- 
posed, and restored them to several of their natural rights, 
purely, Sir, the Protestant Dissenters have a much stronger 
flaim on government. They have steadily supportc4 the 
^ause of freedom. They have afted on almost every occasion 
with spirit and vigour against those who have endeavoured to 
overthrow this free constitution, and bury liberty in its ruins. 
As the consequence and proof of tlieir attachment to the cause 
of liberty, they have been among the most zealous for the suc- 
pess^ion iii the present illustrious family, a successipn often se^ 
cretly attempted to be undermined, and openly invaded by - 
the tools of arbitrary power, both at home ^nd abroad. At 
this hour, howeyer, the Dissenters remain subjeft to several 
barbarous and cruel laws, enadled on the spur of a present ne-r 
cessity, as it was thought, and therefore a.cquiesced in ahnos^ 
without murmuring j but laws which disgrace a thinking peor^ 
pie, and are a contfadii^ion to every principle of sound policy, 
'f he honourable gentleman near me has opposed the mo- 
tion on another ground, the danger of it. to the ests^blished 
church at ti\is alarming period. He pathetically lanients th^ 
progress of atheism, and the publication of many atheistical 
books within the last twenty years. I think this accusation 
on our country ill-founded. I believe. Sir, I h^ve read more 
books of religious controversy than the worthy baronet, an4 
I deny tl;e publication of the numerous atheistical works, 
•which have engaged the public attention in this country, cveii 
for tjie last half century. I might call for the proof of a sin-? 
gle atheistical book, of the least note, published in the eighteen 
years of this pious, if not glorious, reign. JDeism, indeed, 
Sir, sfound, pure deism, has made a rapid progress, not only in 
this island, but in every part of the continent. It is almost 
become tjie religion of Europe. Atheism i$ certainly not the 
prevailing, fashionable error of this enlightened age or country, 
but every" year adds to the number of the disciples of deism. 
J have not heard of outrages or violent persecutions among 
the Deists, although certainly they are greatly multiplied of 
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late ; but we have to lament the uncharitable spirit of most 
sefts of Christians, and even of not a small number of the 
established church of our own country, of which I am a mem- 
ber, as well as my good neighbour. The honourable gentle- 
man is not well informed. It is a mistake to impute all the 
late publications against the received system of the Christian 
religion to the Protestant Dissenters of any denomination. 
The faft is, that the authors of the greater part are members 
of the established church of England. 

As the laws now stand, a dissenting preacher is obliged to 
^void severe penalties, and, to enjoy the aft of toleration, to 
subscribe to the thirty-nine articles of the church of England, 
that is of another church, except the 34th, 35th, and 36th, 
^nd a part of the 20th article. I hope we shall go into a com* 
mittee, to consider of the repeal of so unjust and so unchari- 
table a system of laws. I will not now, Sir, examine the or- 
thodoxy or absurdity of the doftrinal parts of the tljirty-nine 
articles ; but I desire to protest against any man's being com- 
pelled to subscribe them, because they militate against the 
|irst great principle of Christian charity. In the Sth article 
we find, " that the three Creeds, Nice Creed, Athanasius's 
Creed, and that which is commonly called the Apostles' 
Crced^ ought thoroughly to be received and believed, for they 
may be proved by most certain warrants of Holy Scripture." 
Now, Sir, one article of faith in the Athanasian Creed is, 
that, " except every one do keep whole and undefiled the 
Catholic faith, as set forth in that Creed, witliout doubt he 
shall perish everlastingly." I want words, Sir, to express my 
horror at the total want of Christian charity, the indecency, 
the foolish prejudice, and even insolence of such a declara- 
tion. A much higher church authority than St. Athanasius, 
the apostle Peter assures us, that " in every nation he that 
feareth God and worketh righteousness, is accepted with • 
him-" And the great apostle of the Gentiles, St. Paul, 
seems to hold a very different doftrine ; for he tells us of 
three beautiful sisters, the three Christian Graces, '* Faith, 
Hope, and Charity, which abide, these three, but," he adds, 
^* the greatest of these is Charity." I hope the committee 
will exempt the Protestant dissenting ministers and school- 
masters from being called upon to subscribe this monstrous 
proposition of St. Athanasius. I think it our duty, for these 
considerations belong direftly to the jurisdiftion of Parliament .^ 
By the very writs of eleftion, we are called together to con** 
gidcr of certain arduous and urgent affairs concerning the state 
gj:id the church. The moment likewise appears to be happily 
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chosen, for the bandage is at last fallen from the eyes of Su«> 
perstition, and persecution drops het iron rod. 
. I am not struck by the dread of the danger of the churchy 
with which some gentlemen seem alarmed. On the contrary, 
I think it would do honour to our church, to treat with 
tenderness all those who are unhappy enough not to be in her 
bosom. I admire .the temper with which the late indulgen-r 
cies to the Roman Catholics were received, and most certain- 
ly a reformed church must be still more kindly disposed to 
their Protestant brethren. Our Master has told us, in the 
largest and most general terms, that ** where two or three arc 
gathered together in his name, he was in the midst of them." 

Sir, I honour the ingenuity of the worthy baronet who 
made the motion, in contriving to oblige us to hear many 
pages of a sermon, by reading them as part of his speech. It 
was happily imagined ; for I understood, on a late occasion^ 
not one member of this House attended you. Sir, to St. 
Margaret's, and I believe the chancellor likewise, on that day, 
was left without a single lord. Surely, Sir, it is then high 
time to discontinue the observance of that annual fast for the 
death of a t3rrant. Many other sermons have been quoted by 
Other gentlemen, but the proof arising from them only goes 
to the private sentiments of the preacher, or of the few who 
hear, or read, and approve those sermons. I really think 
the general opinion of the Glei:gy at this day, is for a liberal 
toleration, and I trust a majority even otthe episcopal order 
will assent. They have acquiesced in the justice done to the 
Roman Catholics, and I hope the present relief intended to 
the Protestant dissenting ministers and school-masters will 
not be given with reludlance, nor in the least delayed, but 
cordially adopted both by clergy and laity, and that the 
House will immediately resolve itself into a committee of the 
whole House, to consider of granting further relief to Pro- 
testant dissenting ministers and schoolmasters. 

Sir Roger Neivdigate was against the motion, and contende4 
it was equally unwise and dangerous to the fundamental prin- 
ciples of the established religion, to alter the laws of tolera- 
tion. He begged pjentlemen to remember that they repre-. 
jented millions of Protestants of the established church, and 
that they ought in duty to regard their interests, in preference 
to those of a few Protestant Dissenters. He said that the 
Protestant Dissenters, at present, enjoyed a greater, degree of 
toleration in this country, than in any country in the world ; 
asserted, that our church breathed an air of meekness and hbe- 
rality, but that the Dissenters themselve§ shewed a spirit o( 
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persecution ai^d intolerance ; instancing the present persecu- 
tion of the members and ministers of the church of England 
bf the Americans, declaring that there was scarcely a ship 
came home from across the broad Atlantic^ in which there 
was not one or more clergymen of the established churchy 
who had been deprived of their livings, stripped of their pro- 
pcrty, and pven forced to fly for their lives. He asserted^ 
that when the bill for the relief of the Dissenters was last in 
agitation^ his levees were every morning crowded, not with 
divines of the chiu-ch of England trembling for their in- 
GomeSj not with dignitaries of the church of England trem- 
bling for their episcopal honoiu's ; but with honest, worthy, 
^d resp^Aable Protestant Dissenters, good Christians, and or- 
t^iodox ministeirs, who came to complain of the danger of the 
measure in agitation, and to beg that he would oppose it ; 
because, under the pretext of relieving them from subscrip- 
^n, it would let in the Anti-Trinitarians, the Anabaptis;ts, 
^d aU manner of se£b, and be attended with consequences 
infinitely mischievous to religion in general. As a proof that 
the present a£t of toleration went far enough, he mentioned 
the late publications of the Dissenters: not publications merely 
upon points of polemical controversy, but striking immedi- 
ately at revelation, and denying the immateriality of the soiJ. 
These publications, he declared, came not from ignorant 
men, from the lower order of Dissenters, but from its mini- 
^t^s and preachers ; — from divines of that church of ac- 
knowledged learning and acknowledged ability. 

He said further, that the present applicatipn was not for a 
trilling relief, but for an essential alteration in the legal esta- 
blishment of the religious constitution of the country ; for 
^n imperiutn in imperio \ for a degree of power being given to 
Protestant Dissenters, wliich was extremely alarming, and 
ought to he opposed by every man who held the constitution of 
Ids country sacred, and who regarded the religion of his coun- 
try in its proper light, as the foundation of all our liberties. 

Sir Adam Fergussoff declared he rose principally to set the 
Jionourable gentleman right, respecting one of his assertions* 
He had $aid, the Protestant Dissenters enjoyed more freedom 
of toleratiqn in England, than any seft enjoyed in any coun- 
try on the face of the globe ; the assertion was ill founded. 
The religion of thi^ united kingdom. Sir Adam observed, 
was notoriously of two kinds; episcopal in England, prcsby- 
terian in Scotland- The Episcopalians who were in Scot- 
land, consequently, were dissenters fro^i the established cliurch 
there. No se£t whatever could enjoy greater toleration. At 
Edinburgh they had a very large churchy aad,^tibx\s\^Cv\.tviJsx 
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religious offices with the greatest splendour and the greatest 
freedom. It was a matter much to the honour of the city of 
Edinburgh. What was more, those of the established church 
of England who lived in Scotland were suffered to exercise 
their religion there, without being asked to subscribe to any 
article of the church of Scotland, or to give any test what- 
ever of their principles. He took notice also of the absurdity 
of calling upon Dissenters to subscribe to articles opposite to 
their religious opinions, and said, he feared there might be 
found some instances of dissenting ministers having subscribed 
the thirty-nine articles, several of which they did not believe. 

Sir J. Goodrich thought it was the properest time of any to 
grant the relief requested 5 union was much wanted through- 
out the kingdom, and this would promote it, instead of caus- 
ing any heats or animosities j they subsisted now for want of* 
such a measure. 

Sir Henry Hoghton said a few words to clear the Americans, 
on the authority of Dr. Franklin, from the charge of perse** 
cuting the clergy there of the church of England. 

The question being put, the motion passed almost unani- 
mously, and the House went into a committee direftly, Mr. 
Montagu in the chair. A resolution was made, that leave 
be given to bring in a bill for the further relief of the Pro- 
testant dissenting ministers, and teachers. 

The House was resumed. 

Lord Newhaven hoped, as a spirit of toleration and libe- 
rality had gone forth in the House, that the relief he had 
to propose for Ireland would not want for success. When 
he moved for a general enquiry into the laws respefting the 
trade of that kingdom, he was told that he was too general, 
and ought to lay before the House some specific relief. He 
had therefore adopted that mode. But before he intimated it, 
he would beg leave to say a few words, and but a few words, 
the matter having already been so amply discussed. The noble 
Lord then took a cursory review of the trade of Ireland. 

The fa6ts which his Lordship stated, to shew how much 
the distressed state of Ireland affefted England, were, that 
on an average of the last ten years the exports from England 
to Ireland were decreased about six hundred thousand pounds, 
and in the two last years they had decreased seven hundred 
and sixteen thousand pounds : that the exports from Ireland 
in the last two years had decreased one hundred and fifty- 
live thousand pounds ; on which decrease 75,0001. were on 
the staple of linen ; that the exports from England into Ire- . 
Jiuid on an average of ten years were two^ xrullioiis &ftY-sevea 
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thousand pounds ; that the imports from Ireland into £ng« 
land were but thirteen hundred and fifty-three thousand 
pounds ^ so that the balance in favour of England, on an 
average of ten years, was seven hundred and four thousand 
pounds sterling per annum, which, multiplied by the ten 
years, plainly shewed that England gained by the trade of 
Ireland alone seven millions and forty thousand pounds in 
that time. 

He moved, *'that the House will, on the 19th, resolve it- 
self into a conunittee, to take into consideration the a^ls of 
Parliament relating to the allowing the importation of sugars 
fi^oxn the West Indies into Ireland." 

Governor Pownali said, he was not against the motion for 
relieving Ireland. He did not objeft to it on that ground ; 
but said the motion would raise alarms here, and do no good 
to Ireland ; therefore he wished to see the motion extended 
to something that would give a real and substantial relief to 
Ireland, and that too upon the ground and principle of system. 

Sir George Tongej Sir Philip Jennmgs Clerkcy Mr. Cruger^ 
&c. were against the proposition, on the ground that though 
Irelandjnay have suffered in her trade since the American war, 
yet this nation had suffered infinitely more ; if she had lost 
50001. a year, England had lost almost as many millions; and 
that, upon the whole, to give Ireland any farther indulgences 
than those she at present enjoyed, might very possibly en- 
danger this kingdom on the sovereignty she held over her. 

Mr. Townshendy Lord Nugenty Lord Beauchamp^ Gen. C<5«- 
way, Mr. Welhore Ellisy &c. contended for the propriety, the 
expediency, and the policy of the motion, maintaining that 
it was a specific, simple proposition, and could not be of any 
one disadvantage to Great Britain ; besides, that the prospe- 
rity of Ireland was too essential to this country not to give 
her every encouragement that could possibly be given. 

The question was put : for it 47 ; against it 42. 
March 11. 

Sir Joseph Mawbey. I have presumed to draw the atten- 
tion of the House to a question of great importance to the 
honour and dignity o^ the House ; a question relative to the 
right which the noble Lord, who is secretary of state for the 
Ajcnerican department, claims to a seat amongst us, whilst he 
fills that oflice. 

From a due sense of my own inability, I have wished, 
ever since the illegality of his sitting here occurred to me, 
(now a little more than a year ago,) that this question might 
have been brought forward by some gentleman of greater 
weight and ability than myself •, and for xiaJi ^\ss^ic»i^ \ v^j^ 
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gcsted those wishes to several gentlemen of this House. No 
swch person having stood forth on this occasion, I think I 
5jhould ill discharge the duty I owe to that great, respectable, 
and independent county, which has done me the hwiour of 
sending me hither as its representative, if I neglefted, think- 
ing as I do upon the matter, to agitate this question. In 
this pursuit-I hope for the indulgence of the House, neces- 

. sary to me on ajl occasions, but more particularly so at this 
time, when I am much afraid it will not be in my power to 
make myself heard. 

I am aware, Sir, that many gentlemen in this House, and 
others without doors, will suppose I am adbiated ^ on this 
occasion by personal - considerations. To such it may be- 
proper to say, I disclaim all personal motives whatever. 
The noble Lord, whose administr:ition I have uniformly 
opposed, because I differ entirely with him on the legality 
as^ well as expediency of the American war, has never given 
•me any personal offence; besides^ I have been led by educa- 
tion, refleftion, and conviftion, to think highly of that great, 
j«st, and necessary Revolution, at the end of the last century, 

■ which secured our civil and religious liberties. I have been 
led, ia consequence, to entertain a veneration and respr^ft for 
the noble and gallant spirits who took the lead in that Revo- 
lution. Amongst the foremost of that number, I read with 
pleasure the name of the Earl of Dorset, a nobleman not 
more distinguished for the gracefulness of his manners, his 
love of literature and the muses, than for his steady and in- 
corrupt patriotism* The noble Lord who sits opposite to m^^ 
is the grandson of that amiable nobleman, and as such my 
mind has entertained a prejudice in his favour. I am very 
little acquainted with that noble Lord, but I may be allowed 
to say, that, having had the honour a few times in my life 
of meeting him round the same table, his good humour, 

. good sense, and complacency, have been such as in no de- 
gree to lessen that prepossession. 

But it m^y be said, I am influenced merely by motives of 
opposition to administration. I wish to say a word or two 
upon that head : I have sat a considerable time in this House, 
now near twenty years, during almost the whole of which 
time I have been in opposition ; not because of any dislike 
to the persons of ministers, but because I thought their^ 
measures were such, that, as an honest and independent man^ 
I ought not to approve. There was, indeed, a short, very 
short administration, whose general measures I supported, be- 
cause I thought it founded on the truest principles of con- 
f «tituticmjd 
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stitutionai liberty, ^d, if I may use the lexpression of a 
great ornament of this House at diat time) now unfortunate- 
ly no more, because it appeared to me to be unconne^ed 
with ^* the man that wanted wisdom, and held principles 
incompatible with freedom/' The members that com]X)sed 
that administration, seemed to me to realize their professions; 
they procured to be enafted propositions they had thrown 
out whilst in opposition j they repudiated and rejefted adi[$ 
they had opposed when on this side of the House. Of that 
administration I will only say, that every man in this Houses 
every man in this city, every man in this kingdom, must now 
be convinced, that if it had continued till this time in 
power, or their successors in ofEce, and the noble Lord in 
the blue ribbon in particular had adopted their principles, 
we should not now be deploring the melancholy situation of 
this country; a situation, which has brought distress and 
ruin to our merchants, manufafturers, and tradesmen ; a 
situation which has tarnished the glory of the English name 
abroad, and has brought on almost national bankruptcy at 
' "home. If the members that composed that administration 
should come again into power, strengthened as I hope they 
will be by gentlemen who have in general thought, alike ou 
political sulyefts, unless they desert their principles, they 
will have my cordial, though, it should be, feeble support. 

When 1 talked of the man that wanted wisdom, and held 
principles incompatible with freedom, I trust no gentleman 
that hears me v ill think I can be weak enough to believe, 
that public spirit and integrity are the growth of any parti- 
cular country, much less that they are to be found only on 
the particular side of any particular river. There never wa!i 
a time when I did not detest such an idea; with all tke 
7cal of youth, (and young men, who are honest, arc apt t^ 
be zealous,) I at that time contemned such an opinion ; 
sentiments of that sort are only suited tO'the breasts of the 
lowest of the vulgar ; they were never entertained by me. 
The Scottish nation have shewn themselves in all times friends 
to freedom ; I may appeal for the truth of this observation 
to the resistance they made to the tyranny of their own 
kings ; I may appeal to their opposition to the despotic mea^ 
surcs of Charles the First ; I may appeal to their condu^ at 
the Revolution, and afterwards ; if any thing has made them 
appear less forward in the suppoit of general freedom in our 
own times, I fear it may have arisen from the indiscriminate 
abuse which has been thrown upon them as a nation. There 
are many gentlemen in this Hdusfifei of tliat country, and 
many without doors, with some of whom I have the honour 
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of being acquainted) whose abilities, integrity, and love of 
liberty, are exceeded by no set of men whatever. The time 
is come, I trust, when Englishmen, when Scotchmen, Welsh- 
men, and Irishmen, will unite and rescue the King and 
CQuntry from naeasures, which, if persisted in, must bring 
ruin upon both. 

But, it may be said, why not have taken up this question 
sooner ? My answer is, it did not occur to me when the noble 
Lord was admitted to this present office. Indeed, in my 
own opinion, this is as £t a time as any to agitate the ques- 
tion. If, when the noble Lord was first appointed, to give, 
as it was said, vigour and energy to the councils of the crown, 
1 had then attempted to bring forward this enquiry, thinking, 
as I have always thought, of the injustice and inexpediency 
of the American war, it would have been said, I wanted, on 
^hafr account, to deprive the public of his services. Indeed, 
it would not have been possible for me, at that time, to have 
stopped his carreer, when he was mounted on the great horse, 
unconditional submission, and surrounded by gentlemen in 
this House, encouraging his progress by the offer of thirteen 
and fourteen shillings in the pound. The time is come when 
they have recovered their senses, and have found, instead 
of transferring their public burdens to the Americans, they 
are loaded with taxes, which neither they nor their posterity 
will see the end of. 

' That I do not take up this question, and other enquiries 
I mean to make, as a mere mcasurie of opposition to ministers, 
must have appeared by the motion I made a short time ago, 
for a copy of the aippointment of the American commissioners, 
with a view of shewing that they were precluded thereby 
from sitting in this House. That motion had a tendency to 
affeft the seats of gentlemen, for whom I entertain very great 
respeft, and who have in general agreed with me in political 
Conduft here. That motion will sufficiently manifest my 
impartiality. I applied to no one to second that motion, be- 
lieving a gentleman, who had before allowed the inference I 
meant to draw from it, would have done it ; as it is, I shall 
not make it again, but shall be ready to second sucjh a motion, 
if any one else will make it. 

"With all my veneration for the Revolution, I am obliged 
to confess that the opposition it met with from a consider- 
able party, and the pressure of the times, begat the necessity 
of heavy taxes, and introducing a plan and system of funding 
or borrowing money, on the expefted .produce of those taxes, 
Trhich has since been carried to a might that must fill every 
thiukiDg man in this country with tkc most fetrful appre- 
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hensions. The patriots of those times^ however, - aware of 
the influence the crown would acquire by the estabHshment 
of new officers for the collecting and managing those taxes, 
took care to disqualify such officers from sitting or voting in 
this house. Hence arose the various afts of Parliament esta- 
blishing such disqualifications. 

Before the Revolution there were but few disqualifications 
aflTefting the elefted. I know but of two afts of Parliament, 
one in the first year of Henry the Fifth, confining their re- 
sidence to the counties, cities, and boroughs, for which they 
served ; the other the 23d of Henry the Sixth, respe^Sling 
knights of sliires. There were, indeed, certain disqualifica- 
tions, by the iex et consuetudo Parliamentiy as that neither 
aliens nor minors should be elefted ; that the clergy could 
not be. chosen, because they sit in convocation •, persons at- 
tainted of treason or felony could not sit, because they arc 
unfit to sit any where : the judges, my Lord Coke says, can- 
not sit, because of their attendance in the House of Lords. 
In my poor opinion tliere may be another, and as good a 
reason assigned, and that is, that it is highly improper to 
blend the legislative and judicial capacities together. 

Here let me remark, by the way, that at a time when the 
judges of England are prevented by the law and custom of 
Parliament (which is the law of the land) from sitting in the 
House of Commons, and the judges of Scotland are declared 
incapable of being eledled by the a6t of the 7th Geo. the 
Second, the very great impropriety of the judges for the prin- 
cipality of Wales sitting in this House. 

I beg leave to recommend this matter to the consideration 
of the honourable gentleman who has this day moved to aug- 
ment the Welsh judges salaries, and to the notice of the gen- 
tleman who complained of the want of qualification in the 
commissioners of the land tax for certain counties there, hop- 
ing that they will bring in a bill to exclude Welsh judges 
(after this Parliament) from a seat in this house ; they shall 
have my assistance in that business, believing, as I do, that 
it is highly proper that the venerable and chaste charafter of 
a judge should not be injured and lessened by political alter- 
cations here. I have no ill-will to the three or four gentle- 
men of that description at present amongst us, for whonl I 
bear respeft ; but when I wish to guard this house from the 
improper influence of the crown, it is impossible for me not 
to wish its influence in this instance corrected. 

The adt, Sir, of the 5th and 6th of William and Mary, 
which laid a duty on salt, beer, ale, and other liquors, ex- 
pressly declaredi that no person concerned in farming, ma- 
VoL. JSOr. 1 To.'^s^^ 
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haging, of coUedling tJie said duties, shall be capable of sit- 
ting in Parliament. It also disqualifies the managers of all 
other aids that shall hereafter be granted. The 11th and 
12th of King William, excluded the commissioners of excise, 
of appeal, comptroller, and auditor. The 12th and 13th of 
King William, excluded the commissioners of the customs. 
It went further, and even forbids them from using any in^ 
fluence with voters, under certain penalties. The aft of the 
4th of Queen Anne went still further, and excluded va- 
rious descriptions of men, all of whom are expressly de- 
clared incapable of being clefted, by the aft of the 6th of 
-Queen Anne. 

This aft of the 6th of Queen Anne, Mr. Speaker, Is enti- 
tuled " An aft for the security of her Majesty's person and 
government, and of the succession of the crown in the pro- 
testant line.'* It was become necessary to make divers alter- 
ations in relation to the aft passed in the Parliament of Eng- 
land, in the fourth year of her reign, on account of the happy 
tinion of England and Scotland. The 25th seftion of this 
aft runs in these words, " And be it further enafted, by the 
authority aforesaid, that no person who shaH have in his own 
name, or, in the name of any person or persons in trust for 
kim, or for hi^ benefit, any new office or place of profit 
whatsoever under the crown, which, at any time since the 
25th day of Oftober, in the year of our Lord 1705, has been 
created or elefted, nor any person who shall be a commis- 
sioner, or sub-commissioner of prizes, secretary or receiver 
of prizes, nor any commissioner of transports, nor any com- 
missioner of the sick and wounded, nor any agent for any 
regiment, nor any commissioner for any wine licences, nor 
any governor or deputy governor of any of the plantations, 
nor any commissioner of the navy employed in any of the out- 
i>orts, nor any person haying any pension from the crown 
during pleasure, shall be capable of being defted, or of sitting 
or voting as a member of the House of Commons, in any 
Parliament which shall be hereafter summohed and holden.'* 
The 27th seftion of the same aft runs as follows : 
** Provided also, and be it enafted, that in order to pre- 
vent, for the future, too great a number of commissioners to 
be appointed or constituted for the execution of any oj3ice, 
that no greater number of commissioners shall be made or 
constituted for the execution of any office, than have been 
empJoyed in the execution of' such respeftive office at some 
time before the first day of this Parliament." The aft goes 
on^ and declares, that the elcftion and return of all such shall 
i^ void to all intents and purposes whatever \ and if any 
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person declared incapable, shall presume to sit or vote as a 
member of any futm*e House of Commons, such person so 
sitting or voting shall forfeit 5001. to be recovered by such 
person as shall sue. There is also a clause declaring every 
person disabled to be eledled to sit or vote in the -House of 
Commons of any Parliament of England, shall be disabled 
from sitting in the House of Commons of any Parliament of 
Great Britain ; and a special clause, that the commissioners 
ibr the disposal of 398,0851. to be given by way of equivalent 
to Scotland, shall not be thereby disabled. 

The 1st Geo. I. scdl. ii. cap. 56y disables any person 
from sitting in the House of Commons, v/ho shall have any 
pension from the crown for any term or number of years, 
and subjefts such person as shall so sit to the penalty of 201. 
per day. 

The 17th of Geo. II. regulates the eleftions of members 
to serve for Scotland, and incapacitates the judges of the 
court of session, court of justiciary, and barons of the court 
of exchequer in Scotland, from being eleftcd members of 
Parliament. 

During the administration of Sir Robert Walpole, various? 
attempts were made to restrain the influence of the crown 
over this branch of the legislature ; place and pension bills 
were frequently brought in, and two or three times aftually 
passed the House of Commons, but were as often lost in the 
other House of Parliament. On the retreat or removal of 
Sir Robert Walpole, an aft of Parliament was however pass- 
ed in 1742, 15th Geo. II. which disabled the commissioners 
of revenue in Ireland, the commissioners of the navy and vic- 
tualling offices, clerks in various departments, and many other 
descriptions of men, who, from their situation, were supposed, 
natural enough, to be under influence, from sitting in Parlia- 
ment, and subjefting such as should, notwithstanding, pre- 
sume to sit and vote, to a penalty of 201. a day. 

In the 33d Geo. II. an aft passed to oblige members to de- 
liver in a schedule of their qualifications, and t^e and sub- 
scribe an oath of the same. These, Sir, are ^1 the disquali- 
fications on the persons to be elefted to Parliament, except- 
ing that there are three afts in the reign of Queen Anne, and 
one in the reign of George II. disabling the registers, or their 
deputies, for the three Ridings in Yorkshire, and the county 
of Middlesex, from sitting in Parliament. 

Having thus given a general account of all the afts of Par- 
liament on the subjeft of disqualification, I will now pro- 
ceed to shew, that the noble Lord who holds the oflSce of 

I 2 • ^ccwXar^ 
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secretary of state for the American department, has no right 
to a seat in this house. 

That the office of Secretary of state is of very ancient esta- 
blishment in this kingdom, I am ready, to allow, though they 
were not always considered of equal iniportance as now. I 
have endeavoured to acquire all the knowledge I could of that 
office J I think, therefore, I am warranted in saying, that 
there never was more than one secretary of state till towards 
the end of the reign of Henry the Eighth. Chamberlayne 
says, in a very old edition, ** In the reign of Henry the Eighth, 
there was but one secretary of state j but towards the end of 
that reign, it was thought fit that weighty arid important of- 
jfice should be discharged by two persons, both of equal au- 
thority, and both styled principal secretaries of state, one for 
the southern, the other for the northern department." 

Two secretaries of state only were appointed at the same 
time in King Henry's reign. In the time of his successor, 
Edward the Sixth, there were only two secretaries of state, 
till towards the close of his reign j a third secretary was then 
appointed in the person of Sir John Cheek. Of this appoint- 
ment, as I expeft to hear much from the opposite side of the 
house, I will presently speak more fully. 

In the reign of Queen Elizabeth there were but two secrc- . 
taries of state ; there were no more in the reign of King James* 
In the reig^ of Charles the First, there were but two, . they 
were secretary Windebank, at one time, and Coke; and af- 
terwards Sir Henry Vane, the elder, succeeded. At the Re- 
location, Sir Edward Nicholas and Sir William Morrice were 
the secretaries. On or about the year 1670, Henry Lord 
Arlington succeeded Sir Edward Nicholas, and Sir Joha* 
Trevor Sir William Morrice. There continued to be only 
two secretaries of state during the remainder of King Charles 
the Second's reign. There were but two in the reign of 
James the Second. There were no more than two in that 
of King William, nor, I believe, in that of Queen Anne ; at 
least in that part of it which preceded the year 1705. 

Having thus shewn that originally, and till the end of the 
reign of Henry VIII. there was but one secretary of state, 
and afterward but two (except in the single case of Sir John 
Gheek, in Edward Vlth's time), I now proceed to take more 
particular notice of that appointment. 

I contend, Sir, that that precedent is not such as should 
.have attention paid to it. It was established in a time of fac- 
tion, and existed but a moment. Gentlemen know that 
the Duke of Northumberland plotted to bring the crown into 

his 
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his own family, in consequence of the marriage of his son the 
Lord Guildford Dudley with the Lady Jane Gre)% who, after 
die Kjng*s sisters, Mary and Elizabeth, was presumptive heir 
to the throne. He prepared himself accordingly ; some of 
his creatures were put into old offices, for others new offices 
were created. Sir John Cheek had been the King's precep- 
tor ; he had, it may be reasonably presumed^^in consequence, 
an influence over the royal mind. Mr. Secretary Cecil had 
besides married Sir John Cheek's sister, and Cecil had at first 
objeAed to the settlement of the crown in favour of the Lady 
Jane, though he afterwards became a witness to it ; it was 
of the utmost importance to Northumberland's views, to 
gain Sir John Cheek a new office ; a ne^v appointment was 
therefore created for him, that of third secretary of state ; 
he had besides douceurs given him. Sir William Peter was 
the other secretary ; a man, I may safely say, without prin- 
ciple ; who served for crowTied heads, m that capacity, as 
different in intelle^ and turn of mind as principle ; namely, 
Henry the Eighth, Edward the Sixth, Queen Mary, and 
Queen Elizabeth. Strype, in his Ecclesiastica Memorials, in 
1553, says of Sir John Cheek, 

" In the next month, viz. June, a third secretary was ap- 
pointed (a thing not knowm before), viz. Sir John Cheek, 
whose love and zeal for religion made him safe to the inte- 
rest of Lady Jane ; and a gift was added to him and his heirs, 
of Clare in Suffijlk, with other lands, to the yearly value of 
one hundred pounds." 

That the appointnicnt in his favour was merely the result 
of political arrangement, to forward the Duke of Northum- 
berland's views, I think is beyond a doubt ; he was appointed 
in 1553 ; King Edward died on the 6th of July following, 
and, ort the 1 9th of the same month, the Lady Jane resigned 
her pretension to the crown ; so that Sir John Cheek could 
only have held that office for a month. That he was the 
Duke of Northumberland's principal agent, I have no doubt ; 
he fled on Mary's accession ; he was brought back, impri- 
soned in the Tower, and stripped of his substance ; to save his 
life he signed a declaration, professing popery, and died in 
1557, contemned, as he deserved to be, by all good men, for 
wanting principle. I trust the house will agree with me, that 
such a precedent, in such a time, for such a purpose, and for 
a month only, deserves not the least attention. 

I am. Sir, at a loss to guess upon what ground the noble 
liOrd's right to a seat in this house will be defended* I con- 

1 3 tend 
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tend that it is a new office, new in faft, though not in name.. 
The npble Lord seems cautiously to have avoided any new 
description, and therefore, in the grant on the table, it ia 
called the office of one of his Majesty's principal secretaries 
of state i but the truth is, his Lordship is secretary of state 
for the colonies only.' Look into the red book, there you 
will find the officers of the different departments ; those for 
the southern and northern departments, and, under the head 
of secretary of state for the colonies, the name of the noble 
Lord ; his office is confined to the correspondence with the 
colonies and America only j enquire of your Generals, en- 
quire of your Admirals, some of whom are now in the house, 
they will tell you that their orders came through the office of 
the noble Lord, and I have been informed, I believe frojn 
pretty good authority, that his Lordship, as secretary of 
state for the colonies, disposes, in that capacity, of all em-, 
ploymcnts there ; they have given in the grant an old name 
to a new office, with a manifest intention of avoiding detec- 
tion, and the aft of Queen Anne. I trust such an evasion 
will not suffice. 

But, Sir, if gentlemen should still entertain doubts, whe- 
ther it be or not a new office, they must allow, at least, that 
it is an extension of an old one ; and, as such, the noble 
Lord is rendered incapable of being elefted, and of sitting and 
voting in this house. The 27th seftion of the aft of the 6th 
of Queen Anne, which I have just read to you, applies ex- 
pressly to this very case ; it declares, in order to prevent too 
great a number of commissioners from being appointed for 
the execution of any office, that no greater number of com- 
missioners shall be appointed for the execution of any office 
than have been employed in the execution of such respeftive 
office before the first day of that Parliament. It is incumbent, 
therefore, on the noble Lord, or his friends, to prove, that 
before that Parliament, there existed more than two secre- 
taries of state, which I contend never was the case, except 
during a single month of Edward the Vlth's time ; a prece- 
dent which, from what I have said of it, I trust will not have 
any weight. 

The office of secretary of state for the colonies was first 
established in 1768, in favour of the Earl of Hillsborough; 
he was succeedied in 1772 by Lord Dartmouth; in 1775 the 
noble Lord over the way took that office. I have been inform* 
cd, that a very respeftable gentleman, now dead, who was 
afterwards chancellor of the exchequer, I mean Mr. Charles 

Townshend> 



A- irzd. DEBATES. 119 

Townshend, had once a strong desire for this office ; butt 
on enquiry, he believed it would disable him from a seat in 
this house, and he therefore dropped such intention. It has 
been reported, that a very honourable and able gentleman, 
since also dcadj once agitated this question, with a view, like 
mine, to shew that the office disqualifies from a seat in this 
house. I had great personal respe£l for that honourable 
gentleman, whatever I might think of him as a minister ; he 
has left this country a legacy, which alone will transmit his 
name to posterity with honour ; I mean the ail for trying 
controverted elections, and I have forgot his errors. If that 
honourable gentleman ever did agitate such a question, I am 
sure it was not in this house. In his time the office was fill- 
ed by a peer of Parliament, and could not have been the obr 
jeft of Parliamentary disqualification. He must have gone 
alone on the power of the crown to establish such an office, a 
question entirely different from mine. 

Perhaps it will be said, that the house, in issuing the writ 
for a new eleftion, and by receiving the noble Lord again, after 
the acceptance of his present office, has decided the ques- 
tion in his favour. In the courts below, I have always un- 
derstood, a precedent, adduced from a transa<Stion passing 
4t4b silentioy without argument, without an hearing, has no 
iBreight. No man will contend that a transaction, hastily 
and inadvertently taken, when the question of law was not 
thought of, can give a right to a seat in this house, against 
an express adl of Parliament. Such an idea is as new as it is 
ill-founded. 

On the whole. Sir, I trust I have shewn that the noble 
Lord sits in this house against the letter and spirit of an aft 
of Parliament, which ought to be striftly enforced in times 
like the present, when private distress and public difficulties 
present themselves too forcibly. Let us not forfeit the good 
opinion of our constituents, by tolerating the violation of an 
aft intended to preserve this house from corruption and un- 
due influence. They will grumble the more at the heavy 
burthens this ruinous and wicked war has brought upon them, 
when they think the members of this house share in the 
spoils, and fatten by the votes they give in support of it. 

Before I make the motion I have in my hand, I must de- 
sire the clerk will read the 25th and ^7th seftions of the aft 
of the 6th of Queen Anne. [The clerk read Uiose seftions, 
and also Lord George Germaine's commission for the office 
of secretaa-y of statc.J I now move you, Sir, 

I 4f ^' That 
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^atnefi 11. hnmediateiy made his appearance on the opposite 
coasts, and meditated an invasion. The introduction of a Jaco- 
bite jxiinistry might give birth to new oiEces, and new emo- 
luments, the temptations of which, should secure a clear ma- 
jority in either House of Parliament, to favour the restoration 
of the Stuarts, against the Hanover succession. The act is en- 
titled, ** An act for the security of heir Majesty's person and go- 
vernment, and the succession of the crown in the Protestant 
Kne." It wa^ a primary object of the act in question, to confine ' 
the patronage and influence of the crown within the bounds 
it then had. And the clear interpretation of the act is, ** The 
members of the Houses of Parliament have already a suffi- 
cient share of loaves and fishes, and they shall possess nO 
more." Now comes the question : whether the office of a third 
secretary of state, in addition to the two former secretaries, 
add to the number of placemen j and whether there is a new 
iccession of court-pati;onag€ ? Will any gentleman contend, 
that there is not new honour, new authority, new emolu- 
ment, and new protection ? Look at the new appointed 
salaries of the secretaries, clerks, &c. and consider that the 
noble Lord has, by virtue of this office, become chief mini- 
ster for the civil war on the other side the Atlantic. As a 
commissioner for trade and plantations, he could certainly 
not have exercised the same jSower officially. But will it be 
maintained, that the noble Lord is still one of the commis- 
sioners for the board of plantations merely under another 
denomination ? I have the noble Lord's own word in this 
house, that he is not more a lord of trade than the Arch- 
bishop of 'Canterbury, who ** nominally [says the noble , 
Lord] stands in the commission as well as myself;" [for 
his Grace of Lambeth is not named in the commission.] I 
presume he meant the Bishop of London ; and if that prelate 
should be appointed to the noble Lord's office, I imagine . it 
could not but be considered as a new and distinct post. 
However, if the noble Lord can shew that he is still at the 
head of the board of trade, I shall not be sorry for it; be- - 
cause I shall then know to whom I should apply upon those 
commercial concerns which must ere long call for the seri- 
ous attention of the Parliament 5 and for which, it seems, 
no one member of administration holds himself peculiarly 
responsible. Let us now consider the office of secretary of 
state ; and much to the purpose may be learnt from Lord 
Chancellor Clarendon, in his history of the civil Wars of 
Charles the First. He states the two secretaries of state, in 

his 
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that he was prevented from renewing the battle with the 
enemy, because an inferior officer under his command did 
not obey his signal so to do, which was flying several hours* 
The inferior officer expressly allows the fact, yet, say some of 
the long-robed orators to the right of your chair, the fact is not 
known to the house, so as to establish thereon an applica- 
tion to the crown for an enquiry. The judgment of the 
court martial, now on your table, which competently de- 
cides, without appeal, upon the charges brought before 
them, pronounce those charges to be malicious and ill- 
founded; yet, say the same learned gentlemen, we cannot 
possibly proceed upon th^t adjudication, nor admit there was 
any malice in the case, in consequence of which to address 
the executive power qn behalf of the people we represent, 
and remove a public servant, obnoxious to the whole king- 
dom, and dangerous to the state. However, these very cour- 
teous advocates can themselves proceed, in a most summary 
way, to rejudge the judges and their sentence j and without 
hearing the one, or pretending to understand the evidence 
which induced the other, condemn both. I say therefore, 
that, if a new world was found out for us, by the two ships 
now adventuring under Commodore Cook, and another court 
calendar made up of the places, containing as many depart- ' 
ments as there are members of this house, I doubt not but 
some crown lawyer would hold it his duty to plead, that these . 
offices were of ancient standing, some time since the creation 
of the globe, previously to the year 1 705, and therefore ex- 
cepted in the clause of the act of Queen Anne, which li- 
mit's the general exclusion of plactmen. I shall observe, that 
the occasion and subject of the act are, in my opinion, per- 
fectly evident. Through the exorbitant revenues, and in- 
creasing power of the crown, corruption had made very 
alarming strides amidst these benches, and caused just ap- 
prehensions for the liberties* of the subject, and ^mainte- 
nance of our free constitution. But the more immediate mo- 
tive for the act I take to be this. The Whig administration 
of. that 2era testified, on many occasions, a suspicion (and 
the latter years of her Majesty's reign proved it not alto- 
gether groundless) lest Queen Anne should, before the close 
of her political career, wish to restore the unhappy family of 
Stuart, to which she was so near in blood, rather than ele- 
vate to the throne her remote relation of the house of Bruns- 
wick.- The summer preceding the act of 1707 the Princess 
Sophia of Hanover had beeu naturalized, when the son of 
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lames II. immediately made his appearance on the opposite 
coasts, and meditated an invasion. The introduction of a Jaco- 
bite ministry might give birth to new offices, and new emo* 
luments, the temptations of which, should secure a clear ma- 
jority in either House of Parliament, to favour the restoration 
of the Stuarts, against the Hanover succession. The act is en- 
titled, " An act for the security of her Majesty's person and go- 
vernment, and the succession of the crown in the Protestant 
line.*' It was a primary object of the act in question, to confine 
the patronage and influence of the crown within the bounds 
it then had. And the clear interpretation of the act is, "The 
members of the Houses of Parliament have already a suffi- 
cient share of loaves and fishes, and they shall possess nd 
more." Now comes the question : whether the office of a third 
secretary of state, in addition to the two former secretaries, 
add to the number of placemen 5 and whether there is a new 
accession of court-pati;onage ? Will any gentleman contend, 
that there is not new honour, new authority, new emolu- 
ment, and new protection ? Look at the new appointed 
salaries of the secretaries, clerks, &c. and consider that the 
noble Lord has, by virtue of this office, become chief mini- 
ster for the civil war on the other side the Atlantic. As a 
commissioner for trade and plantations, he could certainly 
not have exercised the same power officially. But will it be 
maintained, that the noble Lord is still one of the commis- 
sioners for the board of plantations merely under another 
denomination ? I have the noble Lord's own word in this 
house, that he is not more a lord of trade than the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury, who " nominally [says the noble 
Lord] stands in the commission as well as myself;" [for 
his Grace of Lambeth is not named in the commission.] I 
presume he meant the Bishop of London ; and if that prelate 
should be appointed to the noble Lord's office, I imagine • it 
could not but be considered as a new and distinct post. 
However, if the noble Lord can shew that he is still at the 
head of the board of trade, I shall not be sorry for it; be-- 
cause I sliall then know to whom I should apply upon those 
conmiercial concerns which must ere long call for the seri- 
ous attention of the Parliament ; and for which, it seems, 
no one member of administration holds himself peculiarly 
responsible. Let us now consider the office of secretary of ' 
state ; and much to the purpose may be learnt from Lord 
Chancellor Clarendon, in his history of the civil Wars of 
Charles the First. He states the two secretaries of state, in 

his 
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his time, to be essentially different as to character, dignity^ 
and duties of office, from' what they were in earlier days, ^ 
before the reign of Queen Elizabeth ; so that the case cited 
by the member who made ihe. motion, from the memoirs of 
Sir John Cheek, cannot possibly apply. The statute of pre- 
cedency shews, that there was but one principal secretary to 
the king, at the end of Henry the Eighth's reign. At whose 
accession, Fox, bishop of Winchester, and lord privy seal, 
had been appointed to that high and important post ; and a 
very ingenious author in that ag e says, that the accession of 
wealth which came itp the king, on the decease of his fa- 
ther, as well as foreign correspondencies, and many literary 
controversies about religion, made it a useful and necessary 
office. Before the appointment of this ecclesiastic, there 
was no officer of rank about the court in a similar station. 
There were secretaries indeed, and clerks to the several 
boards of state, particularly to the King's council. I say,, 
therefore, again, that, if we are told from over the way 
[as the honourable member surmises] that in the reign of- 
Edward the Sixth, upwards of two centuries ago, there were 
three or four secretaries of state, I deny the raft; or that a' 
single precedent in point can be produced before 1705, when 
the operation of the aft commences : but even stippose that, 
at some obsolete period, for a special purpose, or from ne- 
gleft to call in the old commission, direftly upon issuing the 
new one, there might have been three officers somewhat couf 
sonant to our modern secretaries of state ; I am confident 
that plea would never be brought forward, were the great 
oracle for the law, of the opposiie form, here in his place 
[the Attorney General] ; for, if I much mistake not, I have 
heard him positively say, that even afts of Parliament may 
have a prescriptive disusance, by which they are virtually 
cancelled. At the accession of Henry the Seventh,^ that 
king, for a certain space of time, put the office of lord high 
steward of England into commission, and appointed nine 
persons, many of whom were xrommoners, to execute its ser- 
vice, and enjoy the fees ; now, if the ministers of these days 
were to advise their sovereign to do the same, and we had 
nine commissioners among us for the office of lord high stew- 
ard, could any member of Parliament, conscientiously or 
consistently with his duty to the public, vote that such com« 
missioners were meant to be excepted out of the aft of Queen 
Anne, as holding appointments of ancient and established 
existence i If such evasions and quibbles hold good> how 

can 
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can the aft possibly take the effeft intended, which was to 
stop the further influence of the crown, and by new offices 
or emoluments out of the public purse, seduce the dele^tes 
of the people from their integrity and independence ? I un- 
derstand the noble Lord is soon to be called up, by his Ma>- 
jcsty's graciou§ command, to the House of Lords; there- 
fore, the part I now take cannot be deemed a personal at- 
tack upon him ; if we vote him out of our company, it may 
probably expedite his patent of peerage. Surely, Sir, the 
numerous majority of Monday last on the side of govent- 
ment, respecting the good management of the navy, and the 
vote of the preceding week, which declared it judicious and 
necessary to send twenty sail of the line to a station oflf Brest^ 
when there were from twenty-seve^ to thirty-two of the. 
line at that port, and not another man of war at home equip- 
ped for battle; no body of troops in readiness to de- 
fend us from invasion ; I say these majorities prove that 
there are persons enow among us, subservient to the nod 
of a minister, and court places enow for every good end, 
without infringing the statute of 1707. Let us draw the line 
where the positive law of the land has drawn it, and not wrest 
the letter of the law to an interpretation diametrically the 
reverse from its legislative spirit. The honourable member's 
motion must then succeed. If is not that I affeft a disesteem 
for placemen in general ; to serve our country in a post of 
trust and industry, I hold to be highly honourable ; but I 
would have the labourer worthy of his hire ; attached to go- 
vernment so long as he can remain attached consistently with 
his obligation to his fellow citizens of the community at 
large; but I by no means approve of those offices which in- 
crease in value, just in proportion to the accumulating distres- 
ses of our constituents, and weight of taxes. , Many holders 
of such offices are now in my eye ; when the interests of the 
executive power are at variance with the legislature, (as 
IS too visibly the case at present,) a reform of ministers must 
ere long correft the evil, and those only can be called honest 
or loyal who endeavour to reconcile the will of the King 
their master with the wishes of his subjefts. It indeed be- 
comes us to be doubly vigilant, at this crisis, over the rights 
of those who sent us hither, because we know, and daily 
feci, the inordinate influence of bad men. But I foresee, 
looking around me, that we shall have but a small number 
go forth in behalf of the motion. Were I alone on this 
question, till I hear more cogent arguments in its favour 

than 
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than I am yet aware of, I would on no account yield up 
the point without a division. There are many gentlemen of 
great abilities, with whom I usually have the satisfaction to 
agree in opinion, who are absent on this day ; and I wish 
the conduft of those present, in saving so valuable an office 
as the third secretaryship, may not have a tendency to sane* 
tion a very bitter remark, I have often heard without doors, 
upon the outs as well as the inns; which is, that both parties 
agree in making the public spoil as large as possible. The 
stake of places and salaries they both hold sacred, and on no 
account to be diminished^ though they wrangle and fight about 
the sharing of it 3 if, however, such idea should be im- 
pressed from the early part of this day's business, I shall 
still hope, that the zeal of the opposition, upon the con- 
traftbrs bill, which is to come on next, will preserve their 
characTcer for disinterestedness and sincerity. 

Lord George Germaine said, after the handsome manner in 

'which the honourable gentleman had introduced the mo- 
tion, he should not take up much time of the house. When 
the post was offered to him, he took the best advice, and was 
informed, it did not disqualify him from holding a seat ia 
that house J if he had so considered it, he never would have 
accepted it. It was no new office j his seat had been va- 
cated, and he had been re-chosen without any obgeftion j he 
was secretary of state at large, and not connefted with the 
board of trade, though he sometimes attends as first Lord. 

Mr. De Grey, (under secretary of state in Lord George's 
office) next spoke. • He said, if the appointment was not 
new, the nobleLord was then eligible to a seat in the House 
.of Commons; he had many precedents since Queen Anne's 
time, to shew there had been six different appointments, of 
three, and once four secretaries of state. He had. also the 
account of the appointment of a third secretary in the time 
of Edward the Sixth, as mentioned by the honourable gen- 

• tleman that made the motion, of which he would say no- 
thing. In the year 1708-9 (a time, he confessed, since the 
aft of the 6th of Queen Anne) more -business arising, the 
Queen declared in council, that she thought it fit to create . 
a third secretary of state. The patent was the same as the 
noble Lord's; it was given to a peer. There was an in- 

- stance where there were- four secretaries of state, one of 
whom was a commoner, that was in 1723; there were the 
Duke of Roxburgh and two others;- one of whom going 

' with the King to Hanover, Sir Robert Walpole was ap- 

*- • pointed 
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pointed fourth secretary of state. A new writ issued on the 
4th of May 1723, he was re-elcfted, and his seat was never 
questioned. In 1730, it was not given in as a new place, 
when the account of such was called for. Lord George had 
been re-eledted, and no objections taken ; there had been 
therefore two determinations of the house : besides, the ofr 
fice of paymaster of the forces had been divided, and no ob» 
jedtion taken; other offices had also been divided, and, if 
not permitted to be occupied by a commoner, it would be 
transferred to the House of Peers. The late Mr. Grenvillc 
had enquired, and had given up his objedtions ; besides, k 
could not be new. Lord George sometimes, in the absence 
of other secretaries, had introduced ambassadors. 

Sir George Tonge said a few words, expressing his doubtl 
whiether it was not a new place ; on being told the commit 
sion ran in the ancient form, he expressed himself satisj- 
£ed. 

Mr. De Grey then moved, to leave out the words of the 
motion, " in addition to the two ancient offices of the south- 
cm and northern departments," in which he was seconded by 
Lord North. 

Mr. Pulteney then rose, and said, he was not in the house 
when the honourable gentleman opened his motion ; but he 
thought no stress should be laid on any enquiries of Mr. 
Grenville, for it was impossible he should think of any que»^ 
tion like the present. Lord Hillsborough, who was first ap- 
pointed secretary of state for the colonies, held the office 
when Mr. Grenville died; and therefore, if he enquired at 
all, it must have been only into the power the king had of 
establishing such an officer ; in which he was clearly of opi- 
nion, the King's right to make such an appointment was 
clear. But the question now is, whether a man, holding that 
office, can sit in this house? I think he cannot; because, 
though it is not a new office, yet it falls, in my opinion, un- 
der the clause which prevents any increase of old depart- 
ments; a blot is no blot till it is hit. The cases the honour- 
able gentleman has brought, of there being three and four 
secretaries of state at the same time, are, by his own con- 
fession, cases since the 6th of Queen Anne, and consequently 
do not apply. 

Lord North said, he thought the noble Lord's seat was de- 
fensible, as the law now stands. The clause the honourabk 
gentleman dwells on, talks of a commissioner for executing 
any office, and the clause prevents any increase in the muo^ 

bcr 
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ber of any one commission. Here all the secretaries had se- 
parate commissions, and separate salaries. Indeed, if the 
crown should wantonly and unnecessarily increase the num- 
ber, and to a great extent, it would not be borne. 

Sir Joseph Manvhey then rose to reply, but a clamour being 
made for the question, and Sir Joseph persisting in his right 
again to speak, the Speaker said, it was usual to indulge witk 
a reply, those who had introduced a motion to the house. 

Mr. Rigby then called to order, and' said, the honourable 
baronet had a right to speak, for since he before spoke, a 
motion had been made, and he had not spoke to that. 

Sir Joseph Mawbey then said, that before he came that day 
into the house, he believed there must have been discovered 
some precedents which had escaped him, from the confident 
manner in which his motion had been reported to be lU- 
foimded ; his astonishment was now great, on finding that 
the arguments against it were such as only justified one aft 
of illegality by another; because, since, the 6th of Ouecn 
Anne, Sir Robert Walpole had sat illegally, therefore, the 
noble Lord was so to sit. The house had not determined 
either had a right to their scats; the objeftlons had never oc- 
curred. With respe6l to the office of pay-master, he con- 
tended it was illegally split, if both the possessors had seats in 
that house; it was illegal that a third vice-treasurer of Ire- 
• land sat in the House of Commons. The honourable gen- 
tleman below him, the pay-master of the forces, had a right 
to lie alone in that department, and if he should be quartered 
on him, he would move he should have a bed to himself. — 
Let us keep this house chaste, and corruption in the other 
house cannot do much harm. The motion for leaving out 
the words was improper, because the words in the motion re- 
cited the real fadl; however, he had discharged his ov. n mind; 
he still thought his motion proper, and would, if he stood 
alone, divide the house. 

The division then took place, when there appeared only 
one person [besides the two tellers, Sir Joseph Mawbey, and 
the honourable Temple Luttrell] for the motion, to 24?5 
against it ; that person was the honourable James Luttreil. 

Order of the day for going into a committee on the bill 
for excluding contraftors from sitting in the House of Com- 
mons. 

Mr. Onslow was against the Speaker*s leaving the chair. 
He did not doubt the honourable gentleman, who brought in 

the 
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the bill meant it for the good of his country; but. In his opi- 
nion, it would produce worse evils than those it intended to 
remedy. It would force the minister to put up all contrails 
to public auftion ; disappointments, frauds and failures 
would be the consequence. And in Parliament, instead of 
respedlable merchants, instead of the fair contractors with 
government, you would have their substitutes, and the very 
name of proxies be detested. Besides, he thought it an en- 
croachment on the privileges of the eledlors, that the house 
should determine they should not chuse merchants or men in 
trade to represent them, because possibly they might sell 
their mefchandize to governnient. This would be an alarm- 
ing innovation. 

Sir y. Goodricke observed, that the bill proposed an innova- 
tion in the constitution, and narrowed the eleftive powers of- 
thc people; that therefore it ought to be supported on very 
clear and solid grounds ; that no such grounds had been al- 
ledged; that the principle of the bill went to the exclusion of 
all persons in lucrative employments, and of all officers in the 
army and navy; and that no arguments had been alledge4; 
no evidence adduced for the excluding contra6lors from 
the House of Conmions, more than any of the above per- 
sons. He said, that in regard to the precluding apprehended 
governmental influence from that house, a line wa3 drawn 
by law; that it was a judicious and a constitutional line, 
not to be departed from without very good and substantial 
reasons, which had not as yet been produced. He observed 
further, that the provisions of the bill were so vague and iiv- 
determined, as to render it quite nugatory ; that the unavoid- 
able indefinite nature and circumstances of contrafts, and of 
what is called public bidding, not in the least restrained by 
this bill, would, after its passing into a law, still allow cor- . 
rupting ministers to have as many effectual .contractors in the 
House of Commons as they have' at present, and probably 
with more detriment to the public interests. He endea- 
voured to shew, that contracts could not by law be insured 
to the lowest bidder, without imminent prejudice to the pub- 
lic service ; and that, if this bill really had eflS^eCl, the mer- 
cantile interest would be improperly discouraged, by this 
bill, from a place and influence in the House of Commons, 
because their seat would interfere with the pursuit of an 
honourable and profitable branch of their business ; to wit, 
the acceptance of contracts oflfered to them by govern- 
ment. 

Sir 
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Sir William Wake thanked the framer of the bill for his 
steady perseverance in so good a cause. He said, there were 
. merchants enow out of the house, and the bill did not pre-' 
dude the ministry from contracting with them ; but he 
could not help being of opinion, that the temptation of a 
profitable contract of 20 or 30,0001. was too much, and 
might influence men to vote contrary to their real sentiments 
2na to the interest of their country. 

Sir J'homas Frank/and said, it was well known, tha*" profit 
md loss was the merchant's God and devil ; and if ^ai:i had 
an influence out of the house with men in trade, why not 
within it ? He told a droll story of a man addressing a letter 
to him. He thought he was mistaken ; but upon seeing him, 
he said. No, Sir, I find you have a great parliamentary inte- 
rest, and I wish you would get me into Parliament. And 
P*ay, said Sir Thomas, what, are you a corn- factor ? And 
suppose when in Parliament you would get a good contract, 
I should be obliged to you^ Sir. He told him he would 
have nothing to do with him ; and afterwards he went down 
into Yorkshire to oppose some of the Yorkshire members, 
and for this he got two valuable contracts. 

Mr. James Luttrell said, he hoped he should not be single 
in a division upon this business, as he had been upon die 
last J but he should never be ashamed of standing alone in a 
good cause. For his own part, he saw a dangerous minis- 
terial influence arising from contractors being members of 
Parliament, and thought it strictly constitutional to oppose 
it. He considered the post of secretary of state for the colo- 
nies at this time, as no other than a contract of emoluments 
and high honours, destructive of the independency of Parlia- 
ment. He considered them all as pernicious to the very foun- 
dation and existence of the constitution, and he had seen the 
effects of their having seats in that house. Would that 
man, says he, who has a contract for cartouch-boxes vote for 
the conclusion of the war ; or he who supplies the army with 
cheese and sourcroute ? It could not be expected that those 
who lived, who fed on the continuance of the war, would 
vote for its conclusion. 

Sir George Wombwell objected to this conclusion ; said it 
might as well be declared, that ofiicers whose road to pre- 
ferment and honour lay in the field of war, would vote for 
peace. He spoke of the danger of little men buying the con- 
tracts, and the misfortunes that would arise from adventurers 
executing the business badly. 

Vol. XI. K Mr. 
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Mr. Fo^ rose chiefly to observe on Sir George Womb- 
well's remark, that it was a personal attack on those who 
, now hold contracts. For his part, he did ;iot see it in that 
light; but if the gentlemen in that situation present considered 
it as such, they should have retired, as Lord George Ger- 
maine had done on the former question respecting him. 

He maintained, that if the new-created office was not 
within the spirit of the act of Queen Anne, the contractors 
were ; for persons holding great emoluments from govern- 
ment were within the clause. 

The parliamentary effect of contracting was two-fold, and 
both the action and the re-action tended to destroy the inde- 
pendence of the house. He then stated the mutual obliga- 
tion between the contractors and the minister. The mini- 
ster, in the first place, said to the contractor, ^^ I give you a 
good contract, on condition that you give me a good vote ;" 
and in the second place, the contractor re-acts upon the mi- 
nister, ^' I have given you a good vote, give me a good con- 
tract 5 I voted for you the other night, in direct contradic- 
tion to my senses j I voted, that we had forty-two ships 
ready for sea^ when we had but six ; and, I voted that the 
French fleet did- not consist of thirty-two ships, when Ad- 
miral Keppel had but twenty -, though both the facts lay 
upon the table. I have voted all this to do you service, and 
I expect you will not hesitate to give me a good thing ; there- 
fore, you must not quarrel with me for two-pence a gallon 
on rum, or a farthing on a loaf of bread." 

And says the minister to another, " You know I gave you 
an advantageous contract, worth to you 20,0001. therefore, 
I must have a sure vote in you." Here is the worst of all 
ties, a double influence, a reciprocity, which this bill is in- 
tended to remedy. But perhaps the insignificant advantage 
of seventy-five per cent, is nothing in the consideration or a 
huddling treasqry-board, who have currency and sterling al- 
ways at their elbow. 

The house divided, whether the speaker should leave the 
chair j for it 124, against it 165. 

Lord North then moved to put off^ the further considera- 
tion of the bill, to that day four months ; which passed with- 
out a division. 

Mani 12. 

Mr. Ord reported the resolutions which the committee had 
come to, to the house; which he read in his place, and 

afterwards 
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afterwards delivereS in at the table, where the same were 
read, and are as foUoweth, viz. 

Resolved, That it is the opinion of this committee, that, 
towards raising the supply granted to his Majesty, an addi*- 
tional d;tity or charge of five pounds per centum be laid upon 
the prjeiciuce and amount of the several duties and revenues 
und^r the management of the respective commissioners of 
ex^se in Great Britain, (except on the produce of the duty 
oi)|f beer, soap, tallow candles and hides;) the said additional 
duty of five pounds per centum to be charged, collected, paid, 
and drawn back, under the same rules and regulations, and 
in the same manner and form, as the present duties of excise 
are now charged, collected, paid, and drawn back *• 

That an additional duty or impost of five pounds ^r fw- 
turn be laid upon the produce and amount of the several sub- 
sidies, imposts, and other duties, now due and payable to his 
Majesty, and collected under the management of the re- 
spective commissioners of the customs in Great Britain ; 
the said additional duty to be charged and paid upon the 
siid subsidies, imposts, and other duties, after the usual 
discounts and other allowances have been made and deducted 
therefrom, and to be repaid or drawn back under the same 
rules and regulations, and in the same manner and form 
as the present duties are now charged, collected, paid, and 
drawn back. 

That 'every post-master, inn-keeper, or other person in 
Great Britain, who shall let to hire any saddle horse, or 
horse for draught, for the purpose of travelling post by the 
milej or from stage to stage, shall pay annually the sum of 
five shillings for a licence for that purpose. 

That fof- and in respect of every saddle-horsei hired by 
the mile or stage, to be used in travelling post in Great 
Britain, there be charged a duty of one penny for every mile 
such horse shall travel post j such duty to be paid by the per- 
son or persons by whom such horse shall be so hired or used. 



♦ This resolution was re- commit ted, and, on the isth of March, 
malt was added to the exception, in order to make way for a parti- 
cular resolution on malt ; which was, that a duty of fifteen per cen^ 
turn should be laid upon the produce and amount of the several du- 
ties upon malt. This resolution was made on the iCth without any 
debate. 

K,2 That^ 
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That fi>r and in respeft of every pair of horses, hired by 
the mile or stage, for drawing of a carriage in travelling 
post, there be charged a duty of two pence for every mile 
s«ch pair of horses shall travel post ; such duty to be paid by 
the person or persons by whom every such pair of horses 
shall be so hired or used. 

Thafevery person who shall fceep^any four-wheeled chaise» 
or other machine, commonly called a diligence, or post-coach^ 
or by what name soever such carriages now are or here*- 
after shall be called or known, for the purpose of convey- 
ing any number (rf passengers, not exceeding four, for hire, 
to and from stage to stage, or from pkce to place, shall 
pay annually the sum of five shUlings for a licence fiw: that 
purpose. 

That every four-wheeled chaise, or other machine, com- 
monly called a diligence, or post-coach, or by what name 
soever such carriages are now or heresrfter shall be called or 
Ipiown, for the purpose of conveying a number of passengers, 
not exceeding four, for hire, to and from stage to stage, op 
from place to place, shall be charged with a duty of one half- 
penny per mile such carriage shall travel, to be paid by the 
owner thereof. 

That the said respeftive duties be under the management 
and direftion of the commissioners of stamps. 

That every person who shall keep any office or place for 
buying, selling, insuring, registering, disposing, or otherwise 
dealing in, any tickets or chances, or parts thereof, or oh 
the numbers of any tickets in any lottery whatsoever, or shall, 
by writing or printing, publish the setting up or using such 
office or place, shall first take out a licence fqr that purpose. 

That there shall be paid the sum of fifty pounds for every 
siKh licence. 

And, That the monies to be raised by the said duties shall 
be applied towards the defraying the expences attending the 
commission to be made forth for managing such lottery. 

Mr. Hiissey made some objedlions to the terms of the loan, 
as being very extravagant, and above the current value of 
tnoney, thereby increasing the interest to be paid to the 
lenders, and the taxes to be imposed on the public. 

Mr. Jackson said, that the terms were not quite six per 
cent, in perpetuity. 

Mr. Fo^i in a short speech, considered it was a very bad 
bargain for the public. 

^ Mr. 
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Mr. 2). Hartley. , So many sound and unanswerable argii- 
tnents have been ofiered by the gentlemen on this side^of the 
house, upon the general state of public credit, and more 
especially upon the terms of the present year's loan, that I 
can have but little to add upon that head. The noble Lord 
at the head of the treasury is reduced to this dilemma, either 
to confess that the terms, which he has given to the sub- 
scribers for this year's loan, are exorbitant and unjustifiable, 
or, if he contends that the present extortionoUs rate of int^ 
rest, which he allows to the subscribers, is become^ under his 
management of public affairs, the national rate of interest 
for money, he gives> by that public confession, a fatal blow to 
public credit, and thereby declares that the national resources 
arc at the last gasp. It is within a few years, I might say 
within a few months, that the state of public credit was suf- 
ficient to support parliamentary loans for the public use at 
three and an half ^^r cent, per annum. The loan of this pre- 
sent year is at the rate of between six and seven per cent, per 
annum* The extravagant difference of the national rate of 
interest at periods respectively so near to each other, forms a 
financial paradox, totally novel and inexplicable, according 
to any of the principles upon which it has been defended by 
the noble Lord.. The incongruity, however, is apparent 
upon the consideration of the manner of making this loan, 
and of the constituent parts of it. If the noble Lord com- 
mits himself to the mercy of ihoney-lendersj without any 
financial exertions, or prudential provisions, on his own part, 
for the defence of public credit which is committed to his 
care, what can he expedt but that money-jobbers should im*^ 
pose their own unrestrained terms upon him ? Can it be be- 
lieved, that the national rate of interest should rise in a few 
months from three and a half /^ cent, to five per cent ? This 
is impossible j nor do we find that money upon private secu- 
rities has risen in any such enormous proportion; but the 
noble Lord suffers himself to be imposed upon, and dictated 
to by the money-jobbers, who have no view whatsoever in their 
operations, but to procure a premium to the loan of the year, 
without any consideration of the rate of interest upon the 
loan itself. Whether that rate of interest be four, or five, or 
six per cent, it is equal to them if they can but get an 
exorbitant premium, for transmitting the bargain tlGrough 
their hands. When any one bargain is offered, the premium 
hangs over the bargain itself, while negotiating, and bripgs 

K 3 down 
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down the stocks to a lower level 5 tken the bargain takes a 
new position^ or starting' place from that reduced level, and 
still the noble Lord is bound to produce an exorbitant super- 
added premium, to a bargain already blown upon, and depre- 
ciated under the imbecUity of his negociation ; thus addmg 
extortion to premium, and premium to extortion, at the mercy 
of merciless Jews and money-jobbers. 

If the noble Lord would but exert the faculties, which his 
situation supplies him with, to do justice to the public in driv- 
ing their bargains, he might, upon the funds mortgaged for 
this single year, have raised some millions more to the public 
supply, as the subscription money for that annuity, which he 
has mortgaged to the public creditors in the loan of this year. 
He has loaded the public this year with an annuity of 4?72,OOOL 
per annum^whichy if he had had the wisdom to have protefted 
and supported public credit, instead of leaving it adrift at the 
mercy of the money-lenders, might have produced more than 
nine-millions to the public supply, instead only of seven actu- 
ally raised. This saving might have been made, even allow- 
ing a rise of the public interest of money from* three and a 
h2l£per cent, (which was the rate not long since,) to four and 
a fialf per cent, for the loan of the present year, which it 
needed not to have exceeded, under wise and prudent conduft 
of able and vigilant ministers. Above two millions of money 
might thus have been produced to the public, either for their 
current expences. Or in diminution and abatement of the pre- 
sent enormous outstanding debt, if ministers would have ex- 
erted their vigorous powers in due time for the support pf 
public credit. This allowance of four and a half per cent. 
as the national rate of interest for this year's loan, (that is to 
say, allowing a rise of interest upon the public funds, within 
a few months, from three and a half to four and a hzlf per 
c$nt^) is full and adequate to any supposable necessary rise of 
interest in the case, if ministers had given their atteiJtion and 
exertions to the support of public credit. But even at five 
per cent, which is the extreme case, and which, at the rate of 
the three per cent, stocks at the time of negotiating the present 
year's loan, was above the current rate of national interest, the 
annuity with which the public is charged this year, might 
have produced eight millions four hundred thousand pounds, 
instead of only seven millions now bargained for. So much 
for the waste and negledl of the public resources for the pre- 
sent year 1779. 

The 
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■ Tiiesame thing likewise happened last year, viz. in 1778. 
Six millions only were borrowed upon the fund of that year, 
which, according to any reasonable rate of interest for that 
year,' if ministers would have exerted themselves strenuously 
for the support of public credit, would have produced to the 

. supplies of that year above seven millions. The occasion of 
the waste of the public supplies was the same in both these 
cases. In the first place, the total negledl of supporting pub- 
lic . credit on the part of ministers ; and secondly, the ill- 
judged construftion of the terms of the loans themselves. 
The public granted the short annuities as they are called, viz. 
those for the periods of thirty and twenty-nine years, at the 
rate of twelve years purchase in 1778, and in the present 
year at eleven and a half year's purchase, although they were 
intrinsically worth four or five years purchase more. This 

. was so much mere waste, without any possible excuse. These 
bargains were not even to the gain of the money-jobbers them- 
selves, as it was not in their power to sell tliem out in detail 
in any degree, according to their intrinsic value, from their 
novelty, and from the general ignorance abroad of their real 
value. This was tlirowing away bargains of great intrinsic 
value, at the expence of the public, upon ignorant purchasers, 
who from that ignorance of the real intrinsic value, could not 
be prevailed upon to give you any greater purchase-money for 
such bargains than they would under twenty other shapes 
have given for a bargain less expensive and onerous to the pub- 
lic by twenty or thirty per cent. This is a specimen of the 
manner in which the public concerns of this kingdom are con- 
dufted. 

But, Sir, the noble Lord talks much of his resources, and 
indeed they had need to be large, if they are to be thus lavishly 
squandered away. With ahy common degree of forecast and 
arrangement of measures, the noble Lord might have saved 
a perpetual rent charge upon this country of 150,0001. a year, 

. for ever, upon the loan of this year, and another perpetual 
charge might have been saved the last year, of half as much 
more. These savings only (to speak of no others) might 
have been sufficient to have provided for several millions 
more, which are now hanging upon the public as outstand- 
ing debts. The amount of all the mortgaged funds and 
taxes, which the noble Lord has imposed upon this country 
for the support of a cursed American war, in four years, in- 
cluding the present year, is not less than l^lOOflOOl. per ann 
K 4 an 
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and there still remains between fifteen and twenty millions 
of outstanding debt to provide for. £. 

Navy debt - ,..- 5,200,000 

Exchequer bills -- 2,000,000 

Vote of credit ------.-- - 1,000,000 

Negotiable paper proposed for this year - - 1,300,000 
Arrear of the sinking fund, and charges anti- 
cipated upon it, for. the loan of this year, ^d 
the deficiencies of the two last ----- 1,500,000 

Besides all these, the general arrears of war 
cannot be estimated, at less than 10,000,0001, 
or nearly, especially as a Spanish war seems not 
very distant ----r--- - - 10,000,000 

Total 21,000,0§0 



As the last article in this account may possibly be thought 
questionable, I make a great deduftion, when I state the out- 
standing debt as between fifteen and twenty millions, suppose 
eighteen millions at a medium. In this calculation, I go by 
the experience of the last war, since which time the scale of 
public expcnce and extravagance is unmeasurably enlarged. 

I have so often stated to this house the e^^nces of the 
American war from time to time, that it is needless to repeat 
them in detail. I will, therefore, only state in short, that if 
they were last year between thirty and forty millions, as I then 
explained them to be, they cannot now be over-stated at the 
full sum of forty millions and upwards. But is this the 
whole of the account of the experice and loss imputable to. 
this accursed war ? No, Sir, by no means. Very far short. 
That account, when laid before you, will strike you with 
terror. What think you, Sir, of a destruftion and annihi- 
lation of another forty millions of capital, to the single share 
of the proprietors in the national funds ? The public stocks 
have been reduced from eighty-eight to sixty pev gent, a fall 
of near thirty per cent, upon the whole capital of the national 
funds, which, upon a total of near 150 millions, is not less 
than forty millions annihilated. So much for the lot of tax- 
ation distinctly and separately imposed upon the creditors in 
the public funds, over and above their respedlive share of 
general taxes upon articles of necessity and of daily con- 
sumption. Let us next go to the landholder, and make an 
estimate of his separate lot rf taxation, over and above his 
proportion in the common burthens annually imposed. Is 

no 
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no pW: of hii f iches and property annihilated and destroyed ? 
Here> Sir, is the heaviest blow of all to the foundation of 
national riches- What is, or rather I should say, what was, 
a very few years ago, the national rental of lands ? I think 
Ishoidd not be justified to state tiiis rental at less than thirty 
millions a year. What is the defalcation upon the capital 
mlue of this rental. Those who are concerned in landed 
pfoperty, will tell you that it is not less than five years pur- 
ch^se, viz. from thirty years purchase and upwards, to twen- 
tf-five years purchase. From this deduction of plain and 
wdL-known fads, set down a loss of property to the land* 
holders of Great Britain of 150 millions, or perhaps still 
more ; for in the present gloom of public affairs, lands are 
still falling in years purchase from day to day. Add to all 
this, what is now adtually upon the heels of the landed man, 
viz. the decline of the very rent of the land itself, and you 
will double that loss to him. You will scarcely leave to him 
one half of his property. Let ministers put these things 
together, and then take a view of their handiwork in this 
£it^ American war, in one total. 

Expences of the American war, as by par- 
liamentary supplies and public documents, more £. 
than 40,000,000 

Destru6Hon of capital to the proprietors of 
the public funds --.----- - 40,000,000 

Diminution of the value of the rents of Great 
Britain 150,000,000 



230,000,000 



I£ this should be thought to be a speculative account, my 
answer is, double this account, and, I fear, you would be 
nearer to the truth. 

But the noble Lord at the head of the treasury still boasts 
of his resources : I confess to you. Sir, I do not see from 
whence he will draw them, whilst he continues so obstinately 
driving this country to ruin. If you were to ask me where 
I would recommend you for resources, my answer would be 
very short and explicit, and far from desponding. Change 
your public measures, and the tide of your ov/n inherent re- 
sources would flow back again upon you up to the lips. 
Peace restored with cordiality and confidence to America, 
would fill our cup of plenty to the very brim. Your lands 
would once more recover their rent and value. Stock-holders 

would 
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would recover and realize their now-diminished capitals. 
The riches of national industry, by manufaftures and com- 
merce, would acquire permanence and stability ;; and all the 
public resources^ for great and necessary national exertions, 
would ride in the deep and unfathomed bosom of plenty, 
riches, and power. 

When will ministers relent ? When will their obstinacy 
abate ? Will no consideration either of the safety of their 
country, or even of personal security to themselves, induce 
them to adopt wise counsels? Look to the state of foreign 
powers. Have we an ally in Europe ? or rather is not every 
power in Europe conspiring our downfall ? We have been 
amused from time to time with ministerial declarations, in 
King's speeches, and in parliamentary debates, &c. first, that 
Franqe would never support the Americans in their resistance 
to this country, and that nothing could ever prevail upon 
that court to acknowledge the independence of America. 
This was our^ language and expeftation last year : but, France, 
as we all know, has long ago taken the most decisive part 
against us. Holland is at this moment adverse* to us in her 
cpndu<^, and hostile in her memorials and declarations ; and, 
what is still a plainer language, in her military preparations,' 
for maintaining, what they express in gentle terms, neutrality; 
but which means neither more nor less than this : I will 
trade where I please, touch mc if ^u dare. Sweden i^ 
conne<Sled with France ; and Russia is at best a doubtful 
friend (even if at all a friend) to us. But it is Spain which 
holds the balance of peace and war in her hands. There is 
the rub in the way between ministers and the objedl of their 
resentful pursuit, the subjugation and dominion of America. 
Spain is the thorn in their side : I tell it them again, Spain is 
the thorn in their side. 

Spain is under arms, and ministers have long known it.. I 
have now in my hands the state of the Spanish fleet and ar- 
maments fpr a year and a half past. It is above a year since 
they have begun publickly to arm in the face of Europe. We 
all know these things very well. If I were required to give 
proofs of what J say, I can bring proof to your bar, from those 
who have seen and who have been on board of the Spanish 
armaments. Such condudl, and such armaments, amount to 
a positive declaration of war on the part of Spain, only re* 
serving to themselves the precise period when and where to 
strike the first blow. Let npt ministers deceive this house or 

their 
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their country : let them speak out what we are to cxpeft. I' 
apply to the country gentlemen not to suffer themselves to 
be amused any longer. No man is unapprised of the present 
critical state of our national concerns. No man is ignorant 
of the family compact, as well as of the ambition of the 
house of Bourbon. If any man can doubt of the arma- 
ments of Spain, I offer the positive proofs. But no one does 
doubt of them. Yet ministers would prevail with us to ac- 
■ qniesce under the shallow 'pretexts, that forty sail of the line 
q£ Spanish ships, ready for sea, are only intended to preserve 
a.neutrality. They would have us to believe these idle tales, 
and to go blindfold onj but they dare not publickly assert 
them. I will put that to the test. Let the minister stand upi in 
bis place in Parliament, and declare boldly like a man, Spain 
shall not have Gibraltar: let him say, Spain shall not have 
Jamaica: let him give pledges positive (if he has any to give) 
that they shall not^upport the hostilities of France : let him. 
give the proofs, and then thjs country may know what they 
have to depend upon. But if he shelters himself in a •falla- 
cious silence; if he refuses such pledges and such proofs, then 
I apply this uncontrovertible inference to the mistaken and 
misled supporters of the American war in this house and 
out of it ; Spain is between you and America. 
- Sir, you are so well apprized of my dispositions and views 
upon the subject of this fatal American war, that you will 
not wonder at my being so earnest to point out to you all the 
dangers of our situation both at home and abroad, if mi- 
nisters are suffered to persist in it. Is there a man so extra- 
. yagant as to think it pradHcable for this country to succeed 
in the subjugation of America, with the House of Bourbon 
in aftual hostility against us, and every other power in Eu- 
rope, secretly wishing and conspiring to supplant us.^ But 
you may say, how shall we make peace, and upon what foun- 
dation ? The foundation is plain and obvious. Lay your 
foundation in a total change of all your public conduft and 
measured. Withdraw your hostile armaments from America, 
and open a rational and explicit treaty upon grounds of sin- 
cerity and confidence ; declare by public and national autho- 
rity whatever terms the wisdom and prudence of Parliament 
may think proper to propose, but let them be fixed and cer- 
tain, and not liable to a subsequent refusal by the mmisteri 
of the war. 

It 
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It has been said, what larger offCTs can we niake than those 
which were refused last year? I say, Sir, that no offers from 
this country were refused by America last year^ Tour coni* 
missioners were not empowered by the adls of the last year td 
make any explicit offers whatsoever. An insidious right of 
refusal to any terms which might have been concerted by ne- 
gotiation, was what the British ministry, who are the otilf 
enemies which America has in this country, had reserved td 
themselves. The offer made by the commissioners to Ame- 
rica was neither more nor less than this: Lay down yout aTitli 
in your several provinces; break your faith with those allies 
to whom you have been fatally driven iti self-defence, by the 
relentless persecution of a British ministry ; aiid when thu$ 
disarmed at home, and' unprotefted from abroad, commit 
yourselves unconditionally to the mercy of those very nli- 
nisters who have ever shewn themselves your bitterest and 
most implacable enemies. 

Sir, I shall not now add any more upon any specific terms 
of negotiation for peace ; I shall content myself with pre- 
paring the ground, by suggesting those considerations of pru- 
dence and justice which ought to lead this country to peace. 
I shall take it for granted, that this session will not break up 
without some distinft specific parliamentary grounds of ne- 
gotiation for peace between this country and America. I 
shall think ministers criminal in the highest degree if they 
omit it. But in any case the session shall not pass without 
some propositions on that subjedl being offered to your con- 
sideration, even if I should be reduced to the necessity of 
offering the simple thoughts of a private individual. If I 
should be reduced to that necessity, I should do it with the 
greatest deference. I offer the precedence to gentlemen of 
greater abilities than myself, but for sincerity and good will 
1 give place to none. ^ 

The first resolution being then read. That five per cent, 
be laid on the produce of the excise ; an objeftion was made 
to this new excise on malt, as the malt tax is an annual 
fund, therefore it was .thought it cduld not be given 
as an appropriation to pay the interest of perpetual an- 
nuities. 
, It was agreed to recommit it. 

The resolutions for the other taxes passed without oppo- 
sition, and bills were ordered in accordingly. 
/ Adjourned to the 15th. 

March 
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March 15. 

The Lord Advocate for Scotland having taken his seat for 
the first time this session, Mr. Wilkes said, I am glad to see 
in his place the first law ojEcer for the croT\'Ti of Scotland. I 
have a real respeft for his very superior abilities, and am al- 
ways charmed with his manly eloquence. I waited with im- 
patience for his arrival to call upon him to make good lus 
promise last year to the house, to bring in a bill this session 
frr the relief of the Roman Catholics in the northern parts 
rf this island. I remember his observation the last session, 
ihat the penal laws of that part of the united kingdom against 
^the Roman Catholics had been enabled pr<^vious to tlie 
Union, and were of so complicated a nature, that it would 
lequire a good deal of time fiilly to investigate them, in order 
to frame a bill for their total or partial repeal. He there- 
fiwpc declared it adviseable to defer the relief of the Scottish 
' Roman Catholics till the next session of Parliament, when 
he pledged himself to the house that he would have a bill 
ready for that purpose. The idea was approved by both sides 
©f the house, and warmly recommended to the honourable 
gentleman's peculiar attention. So much of the present ses- 
sion is already elapsed, that I think it my duty on his first 
appearance to remind him of that parliamentary engagement, 
which I doubt not he is ready immediately to fulfil. 

Mr. Dundas (Lord Advocate) replied, that he had found 
tuch tumults and insurreftions in all parts of Scotland, and 
so violent an opposition to the measure, that in the counties 
where he was most interested, he had done every thing in 
his power to reconcile the people to it; but finding it in 
vain, he had consulted the principal Roman Catholics, who 
had given it as their opinion, that it would be much better 
to decline all attempts to procure an aft in their favour, till 
time and cool persuasion should remove the unhappy preju- 
dices of the Protestants of that country against them. 

Mr. Wilkes. I think that it is now apparent that the ho- 
nour and independency of this house have been meanly sacri- 
ficed by the friends of administration to the seditious populace 
in Scotland. An example of a fatal nature has been given by 
the mobs of Edinburgh and Glasgow to t\\^ mob of London 
to rise, and endeavour by similar outrages to prevent any mut- 
ter of moment displeasing to them from ever being brought 
into Parliament. The magistrates of Edinburgh appear to 
have been apprized of the intended riot some days before, and 
at least connived at the tumult. If the accounts pubUshed 

there 
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there are to be credited, they aiSxially aided and abetted 
the rioters. They saw, with pleasure, the various cruelties 
exercised by a lawless banditti. They exerted their authori- 
ty only against those who endeavoured to quell the riot. By 
a proclamation in their name, four days after the riot, they 
se6m to plead guilty ; for they declai^e, *^ after this public as- 
surance the lord proyost and magistrates will take the most 
vigorous measures for repressing any tumultuous or riotous 
meeting of the. populace, which may hereafter arise; being 
satisfied that any future disorders will proceed only from the 
wicked views of bad and designing men ;'' a very handsome^ 
although indireft compliment to the good views of the for- 
mer well meaning ribters. A solemn promise had been made 
in. the name of government to the mob by the lord justice 
clerk, that no bill in favour of the Scottish Roman Catholics 
should be brought into the House of Copimons this session*' 
Is it possible. Sir, to imagine a more ignominioug surrender 
of the dignity of Parliament, or a more perfe<n: annihilation 
of our legislative rights ? A British Parliament is controlled 
in their proceedings by an Edinburgh mob, and we are for- 
bid even beginning an a(Sl of justice or humanity by an ig- 
norant and insolent mob, by a mad and lawless rabble- The 
public faith, pledged in the most solemn manner by govern- 
ment to the Roman Catholics of Scotland, is grossly violated. 
The Attorney General was proceeding capitally against some 
rioters, who, in the general joy for the triumph of virtue and 
bravery over malice and persecution, had broken windows in 
this metropolis ; yet the mob of Edinburgh, who had pulled 
down and set fire to houses, and totally ruined some innocent 
individuals, are unnoticed by the law officei-s of the crown. 
Instead of punishment, they meet with applause ; they obtain 
the objedl for which they had riotously assembled. England, 
Sir, has relaxed her penal laws against the Roman Catho- 
lics : Ireland has relaxed her penal laws; but Scotland ob- 
stiiiately refuses, although her penal laws are much more 
barbarous than those of the other two kingdoms. It becomes 
then the wisdom and justice of Parliament, in this crisis, to 
adl with spirit. The condu<Sl of administration appears to 
me highly criminal, and the legislature ought therefore to in- 
terfere. Every government owes protection to its subjedb, 
or forfeits their allegiance. When I am informed that the 
peaceable and loyal Roman Catholics of Scotland find no secu- 
rity, even in the capital, for their lives and property, I do not 
hesitate to assert, that there is a dissolution of all government. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Dunning having given notice that he had a motion to 
make respefldng the condudl and power of the board of ad- 
miraltj) in granting courts-martial, and some papers which 
he had moved for [See Captain Crookshanks's letter to Mr. 
Corbett,and thelatter's answer in page 145 and 146] being laid 
Upon the table ; he now rose, and began with stating a complaint 
against the crown officers respecting the papers moved for, 
and on which his motion was to be grounded. He observed, 
that many weeks since a motion had been made, and met 
the approbation of the house, for copies of all the proceed- 
ings upon application for courts-martial, or for enquiries re- 
spefting them which had been made to the admiralty-board 
smce the passing of the zdi of the 22d of the late King 5 
that the persons whose official duty and personal rcspcft for 
the orders of that house, should have suggested a very dif- 
ferent line of conduft, had refused to give the papers desired, 
orj which amounted to pixtty much the same thing, had 
pleaded an utter inability to comply with the. order of the 
house, under various pretexts and stale excuses ; that at 
length, upon loose information suggested to him, he was 
obhged ^o fix upon three instances, that of Captain Crook- 
shanks in 1739, of Captain Stott two or three years since, 
and of Captain Clements complaint of his inferior officei*s. 
He begged leave, at that instant, to call to the recollection 
of the house, that when the general motion was first 
made, it was narrowed to commissioned officers from officers, 
which would have included warrant and petty officers as well 
as commissioned only, at the desire of an honourable gentle- 
man [Mr. .BuUcr,] and a noble Lord in office [Lord Miil- 
grave,] under the idea of its being perfedlly practicable to 
comply with it thus narrowed. But to return, though seve- 
ral days had elapsed since he moved for the particular papers, 
they had not all been produced till within a few minutes. lie 
condemned such a conduct as highly disrespeCiful to Parlia- 
ment, as an hindrance to the furthering of public justice, 
and as an avowed acknowledgment, that what administration 
were not able to meet fairly upon the ground of faft or argu- 
ment, they were determined to suppress. He was obliged to 
proceed as well as he could without them, and he had no rea- 
son-to doubt, but he should have been able to support liis 
ipiotion on the spirit and letter of the existing law, without 
ever travelling to procure assistance out of the a*!^ of Parlia-* 
mcnt itself. 

. He 
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He then adverted to the particular circumstances of the 
transa&ion which gjive birth to the present motion. That, 
the admirahy ought to liave a discretionary power, it was a 
decided point with him that they had that power. The ne- 
cessity of the exerdse of such a power was obvious to the 
meanest understanding 5 which he proved lipon the possible 
case of. an admiral being accused by an inferior officer, 
when proceeding upon aftual service of the first importance, 
the success of which might totally depend upon dispatch. 
Just at the instant, suppose a specific complaint to be lodged, 
what must be the consequence if no discretionary ^ power 
was vested in the admiralty-board ? That the commander in 
chief must immediately have his conduct enquired into ; 
that all operations must be suspended : but that is not all ; 
though his station could be immediately supplied and ably 
filled, would the matter rest there? By no means. The 
principal officers of the fleet must attend as witnesses, or 
be superseded by others of less experience, unacquainted 
with their inferior -officers, the ships and the seamen they . 
were to command without knowledge of or confidence in 
each other. In short, till the fate of the party accused should 
be determined one ^vay or other, the public service must 
stand still. Such a state of things presented an imaginary 
scene of the highest folly and absurdity. It supposed, that , 
the admiralty-board had no power but to do harm ; to bring 
on inevitable ruin and destruction upon their country; to 
defeat the very end for which they were constituted, that of 
controul and public preservation. But, thank God ! the 
case was clearly other\vise; they possessed the discretion con- 
tended for ; they were legally ihvcsted with it, and had 
exercised it for a number of years, indeed as long as there 
was a regular naval establishment in this country. 

After this exordium he proceeded to state the scraps of pa- 
per, as he called them, upon the table, and contended, that 
few arid imperfecSt as they appeared, they were fully suf- 
ficient* to support the motion he was about to submit to the 
consideration of the house. 

The first was, that of Captain Crookshanks. He com- 
plained of a captain under his command, in an engagement 
with a Spanish man of war called the Glorioso. He had 
himself been tried for not giving his assistance to his in- 
ferior, which it was his duty to do, and was, upon the 
circumstances of the case, declared incapable of serving again 
5 during 
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during his Majesty's pleasure. When, therefore, he applied 
for. a court-martial on his accuser, he was refused in the 
very terms which ought to have been used to Sir Hugh 
Palliser, when he delivered in his accusation on the 9th of 
December last to the admiraky -board. He was told, " That 
that board would never receive any accusation which origi- 
bsited in a spirit of resentment and recrimination *." 

He 



• Cofj of the Letter from Captain Crookshanks f Mr, Corbett, 
Secretary of the Adm'traltjf, 

SIR, London, 3 n/ January, 1748-9. 

I Received the letter you did me the honour to write to me 
the 4th of this month, in answer to mine of the sd, in which 
'* I applied to the lords commissioners of the admiralty for a court. 
martial to be appointed by their lordships for the trial of Captain 
Enkine, whom I had before, did then, and do now charge with 
the most disobedient, unwarrantable behaviour; and by whose 
mismanagement, as an officer, and as a seaman, I promised, and 
do at this time engage, it would manifestly appear, that my attempt 
and design to take the Spanish ship of war, called the Glorioso, 
was totally defeated." 

To all which, you was ordered, you say, to acquaint me, 
*' That, as this matter had been already duly enquired into 
at a court-martial, and their lordships do by no means think pro- 
per to order it to be done over again ; and as to what I lay to the 
charge of Captain Erskine, their lordships think I should have 
made that appear when the court-martial was held, and not soli- 
cit another trial so long afterwards, which they can only attribute 
to a spirit of recrimination." 

If this was the true state of the case in question, it would be 
highly presumptuous in me to take so much of your time in this 
manner; and to expect any favour or redress by such frivolous 
means as this, of complaining loudly, as I am forced to do, of the 
most notorious, partial, and illegal abuse of power, in this in. 
stance ; together with every wicked art, that could be invented, 
and practised to my prejudice; without having the means, also, of 
proving every thhigl have afferted ; and of shewing, by such evi- 
dence as would amount to demonstration,* before their lordships, the 
most unparalleled injuries and wrongs which I hav^ most undeserv- 
edly suffered under, and therefore make this case, as I most hum- 
bly conceive, an object worthy of their lordships attention and en- 
quiry ; not so much for my sake, and upon my account, as to dis- 
courage the like iniquity and injustice hereafter, by publishing 
to the whole nation, to the great joy and comfort of every honest. 
Vol. XI. L wquIv^> 



14« PARLIAMENTARY A. 1779- 

He next stated the case of Captain Stott, who was 
complained of by his lieutenant^ and that made up iii a spe-* 

cific 



worthy, brave man in the service, that there is a superior discre- 
tionary power lodged in the admiralty, to be occasionally made 
use of, by the lords commissioners, for the redress of this, and 
every such extraordinary grievance, as can possibly happen ; so 
as to place every gentleman in the royal navy upon the same good- 
footing with the rest of his Majesty's faithful subjects, free and 
secure at home from the ill effects of false, wicked^ and malicious 
representations at a distance, however artfully contrived, as in . 
this instance, to serve private ends and purposes, to wound the 
innocent, in order to hold up and protect the most contemptible 
and u;i worthy ; and upon the whole, to make tde world sensible^ 
by this seasonable interposition of their lordships authority, that 
there are no sort of injuries or oppression for which the wisdom 
and foresight of our governors have not provided suitable remedies. 

Wherefore, Sir, as an inducement to their lordships to shew some 
regard to these representation^, (believing it possible^that something 
very unjustifiable may have been done, to my prejudice, at so great 
a distance as the West Indies, and consequently that I had some 
reason in applying for a cOurt-martial for the trial of Captain 
Erskine,) I humbly beg leave to remonstrate to their lordships, that 
the conduct, and what I lay to the charge of Captain Erskine, is 
so far from having been a matter already duly enquired into, that 
no question was admitted to be asked, and answered, at my trial, 
that had the least tendency to involve Captain Erskine; upon a pre. 
tence, maliciously advanced and pleaded by the judge advocate, 
to misguide and deceive the members of the court ; that whereas 
their present business was confined to try Captain Crookshanks only, 
they were to expect another opportunity to enquire into the conduct 
of Captain Erskine ; and therefore to suspend all such questions and 
enquiry until Captain Erskine had another opportunity to make his 
defence, before that, or some other court-martial, which would be 
soon appointed for his trial. 

I will not take upon me to say how it came to pass that some 
men of virtue and honour, members of that court-martial, came to 
be so misled by others, and to give up their own dignity and jude^ 
ments in the manner they did, by yielding to the many artful 
snares laid in their way ; and, at last, to suffer their names and - 
authorities to be so abused, and made use of, as if they had ap- 
proved not only of the partial and unprecedented proceedings of 
the judge advocate, through the whole trial, but also o£ the most 
absurd, inconsistent, and unrighteous sentence itself, contradicted 
by an unanimous resolve of the same court, and pronounced by 

the 
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cific charge*, and concluded his proofs with the cases of 
Captain Clements at one time, charged by the master of 

his 



the president in open courts with indignation, upon the judge ad- 
YOcate's attempting to sink and conceal the said resolvej which 
Was as follows : '^ Sir, the court do> by an unanimous resolvei 
acquaint you of the suspicion of cowardice, disaffe^ion, or want 
of^zcal. Notwithstanding this unanimous resolve, whereby I 
am acquitted of every crime comprehended in the fourteenth article 
of war ; yet, by the invidious craft of a scheming, prostitute, 
tmderwoikman, the same men had the complaisance^ for the sake 
rf humanity, to give in the most inconsiderate, ill-grounded, and 
fcfad sentenccii pronounced in the face of the above-mentioned re. 
aolve, viz. '^ That Captain Crookshanks, by his miscondudl and 
imprudent behaviour, falls under part of the fourteenth article of 
Jin SL^ made in the thirteenth year of King Charles the Second, in- 
titiiled ** An adl for establishing articles and orders for the regula- 
ting and better government of his Majesty's navies, ships of war, 
and forces by sea." 

I am restrained from saying, in my own ca&e, as much as t 
shotlld wish to do, upon a like occasion, in behair of any other 
fllan of the same service and chara^er, in my situation, labouring 
tinder the same difficulties and misfortunes, proceeded from no mis- 
take of mine, but the want of honesty, virtue, and the love of jus. 
ticc and truth in some, and the want of discernment and experience 
in others. But, as these fadls ate to go before their Lordships, 
artd this letter to be read in their heating, whatever I am prepared 
to say more, is the less necessary, considering, as 1 do, their 
Lordships' abilities and good intentions, which,. I am fully sensi- 
blci will suggest to them better reasons than I could offer to an- 
swer every just pdrpose, either of a public or private nature, when- 
ever they please to take this affair into deliberation, and think it 
a matter worthy to be examined into with some attention. 

I should be extremely disappointed^ if, after what I have herein 
Aithfully represented^ their Lordships should continue to suppose I 
was under the lealt influence of a spirit of recrimination, when I 
applied for a court-martial to be appointed to try Captain Erskine, 
Upon the charge I exhibited against him> and of which I must ob- 
serve, tkat, if he had ever thouglit himself innocent, how comes 
it to pass that he has nowhere applied, for his own sake, to be 
brought to a trial, according to the constant pra^ice of others, 
who desire to be well thought of, and to live with a good charac^ 
ter i But, since that is not the case, and that we think so dif- 
ferent, and every thing are so unlike each other, I hope their 
Lordships will condescend to give me such an opportunity as is ne- 
cessary, to disculjwte myself with my IQn^axvdCQ^l\^tt^^ ^vtba.^ 
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' his ship, the Pallas, and his charges lately against his inferior 
officers, instances in neither of which any trial had been had, 
though the charges were direft and specific. But he hsid 
no occasion to cite cases at all to support his motion; the 
words of the adl of Parliament furnished him with sufficient 

proof; 



before the same or any other court-martial, in such manner as may 
appear to their Lordships most suitable and expedient, to the only 
end I have of being justly and effedlually condemned, or perfedlly 
acquitted ; concerning which, I am so clear in my conscience and 
judgment, as to have no sort of doubt of being able, upon a very 
short enquiry, so fully to justify the whole and every part of my 
condud, that 1 wish for no quarter, unless I shall be found, in 
every respeft, to have done my duty as an officer and seaman, wor- 
thy of commendation, instead of the censure that was artfully 
cooked up by the judge advocate, to colour and serve as a founda* 
tion for the sentence that was pronounced against me ; of which, J 
suspeft, there will be found in the copy thereof, and of the resolves 
of the court-martial, (sent to the Admiral to remain as a record in 
that office,) such material difference and alterations made, from what 
was publicly read, asy in every other court of judicature, would^ 
I conceive, be interpreted and deemed fraudulent, and the party 
concerned be involved, and made liable to such pains and penaltiet 
as the law dire^s in such cases. 

I am, with all imaginable respeft. 

Sir, your very obedient humble servant, 

(Signed) J. C&ookshanks^ 
To Thomas Corhett, Esq. 

Mr. Corbett'j Ans^wer. 

SIR, Admiralty Office, ]\i\y 5tht 1749. 

I have received, and communicated to ray Lords Commis. 
sioners of the Admiralty, your letter of yesterday's date, desirin^^ 
a court-martial may be held on Captain Erskine, for miscondudt in 
the late aAion with the Glorioso, and copies of several papers, in 
order to make good your charge against him : and 1 am commanded 
by their Lordships, to acquaint you, that if you had designed to 
have brought him to a trial for miscondudl in the action, you ought 
to have applied abroad, in proper time, to your commander in 
chief ; but not now, after your condemnation, which proceeds from 
a recriminating temper. 

Their Lordships farther order me to let you know, that yout 
name is struck oiit of the List of Captains > and that you are not 
to look upon yourself to be considered as a captain in the navy. 
1 am. Sir, your very humble servant, 

(Signed'J iB^^uK^Ow.i^^tT^ 
Ti^ J^^hn Crookshankf^ £ij. 
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proof; proof so ample indeed, that he would venture to pre- 
dia, that there was not a single professional man in that 
Hou3e, eager as many of them might be to distinguish them- 
selves in the present contest, that would be hardy enough 
to dispute the discretionary powers vested by the statute of 
the 22d of the late King, in the admiralty-board ; or rather 
to prove this negative, that no such power was vested in 
the board previous to the passing of the statute, or that the 
power existed before in the board, and was divested by the 
statute. 

To prove the first in the affirmative, he laid it down as 
clear indisputable law, that from the reign of Charles the 
Second downwards, to the year 1749, a discretionary power 
was vested and exercised by the admiralty-board ; that the 
s&tute did not limit, alter, or restrain this discretion in any 
instance but one, namely, that of restraining the time of 
receiving complaints to within three years after the. faft 
committed, and six months after the arrival of the party 
in any port in Great Britain ; and finally, that both the 
words of the statute, and the powers delegated to the com- 
manders of squadrons, &c. and to the uniform usage of the 
board itself, all met in one single point, that the board 
were possessed of the discretion, and always exercised it 
when they thought proper. 

He proceeded to confirm this part of the argument by re- 
ferences to the statute itself. In the clause which direfts 
the trial, and vests the power for ordering it, he observed, 
that it concludes with the words, " if occasion should re- 
quire," which words contained in themselves the most apt 
description of a discretionary power ; it says, do such a thing 
if ^casion should require ; that is, if you think proper ; 
AomGt do it, if you think the complaint improper. 

The clause which impowers the admiralty-board to give 
instruAions to commanders going on distant service, defines 
that part of the power thus delegated in the same manner. 
It commands or direfts the commissioners of the admiralty 
to instruA the ofiicer or commander to do— what ? to order 
enquiries and courts-martial, when on distant service, whenever 
they shall see occasion for them. He shewed, that this was 
the sense in which all admirals and oflicers in high command 
had uniformly interpreted their instruftions, and afted under 
them, and condemned the absurdity of supposing that the 
board could delegate a discretionary power which they were 
not possessed ot themselves *, and concluded this part of 

L3 his 
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his argument with commenting on the last clause in the 
statute, which reserves and confirms every power vested in 
the admiralty-board, by all laws and statutes heretofore in 
being, in as full and ample a manner as they had ever 
been possessed and enjoyed. He went into a variety of ar-« 
gumentsof a similar nature ; but as the debate took a diffe-« 
rent turn, such of them as more particularly produced that 
turn, were all that were deemed necessary. 

He then proceeded to apply his argument direftly to the. 
first motion he intended to move. If his fafts and reasonings 
were true, if he was right in matter of law, and clear m 
point of opinion, which he trusted was confessed by the 
House, his motion would appear in the light of an incon^ 
trpvertable conclusion, coUefted from his premises. He aon 
cordingly moved, ** That it is the duty of the lords com- 
missioners of the admiralty, upon charges exhibited to them, 
of naval offences, to direct, refuse, or delay the holding of 
courts-^martial, as, upon consideration of the circumstances 
pf the case, and a due exercise of ^ sound discretion, th^^ 
shall be occasion." 

He did not wish to take the house by surprize i but if this re* 
solution shouldmeet the approbation of the houscj ashe doubt- 
ed 4?ot it wouldj he gave notice, that he would follow it by 
another, which would bring the question into discussion re-i . 
Jativ^ to the good or bad conduct of the admiralty-board, 
in ordering Admiral Keppel to be tried on an accusation 
made by ISir Hugh Palliser. That board would then have 
a full opportunity of vindicating their condudt in the face 
of the nation, and declaring fairly and openly whether 
they afted through ignorance or design. 

He then read his second motion, which was, '* That th^ 
conduft of the lords commissioners of the admiralty, on the 
19th of, December last, in coming to an immediate reso- 
lution to direft a court-martial for the trial of tji^ honour** 
able Admiral Keppel, commander in chief of a fleet of his 
Majesty's ships of w^, (on a charge exhibited against hixA 
on that day by Vice Admiral Sir Hugh Palliser, a member 
of that board,) was, as far as it proceeded uppjti the ground 
of a supposed want pf discretionary power to refuse or de-!- 
lay that direftion, unwarranted by the letter or spirit of tho 
said aft of Parliament, contrary to the antecedent praftice 
of the admiralty, and would, if admitted, estabhsh a prin-> 
^ijple injurious to the service, aA4 detrimental to the state ; 

an4 
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and that the measure isj upon any other ground, indefensible, 
under the afhial circumstances of the case." 

Lord Mulgrave confessed his inferiority, in point of legal 
coostruAion, with a gentleman whose profession not only led 
him to studies of that kind, but whose abilities, habits, and 
great legal ingenuity, were frequently exercised in putting two 
interpretations direftly contradiftory and repugnant to each 
other, upon the same statute. After some further oblique re- . 
fieAions of the same tendency, and before he proceeded to 
ai^e the question, he observed that the complaint of the dis- 
rcspeft shewn to the house, in not complying with its orders 
relative to papers, was extremely ill-founded, because it was ' 
impossible to be obeyed. What was the order ? No less than 
for copies of the proceedings of all the courts-martial which 
had been held since the passing of the aA of the 22d of Gkorge 
the Second, a period of thirty years, and which were of that 
magnitude, he believed, as scarcely to be contained in sixteen 
large volumes in folio. The truth was, that it was not thought 
proper to suspend the public business of the nation, merely to 
copy those papers, which the honourable gentleman confessed 
he could do without. Besides, the other house had given 
very extensive orders for papers, which had not yet been com- 
.pliei with ; nor was it possible to comply with both, without 
negleding all other public business. 

As to the motion read by the honourable gentleman, he 
said, he was astonished how it could be offered by a gentleman 
of the long robe, who must know, that a resolution of the 
House of Commons, declaring the law was not law, and let 
that declaration be ever so strong, that it left the law precise- 
ly as it found it : nor would the courts in Westminster-hall 
be influenced by any such extra-judicial determination ; they 
would not pay it the least attention ; they would declare the 
law, not the opinion of the House of Conmions. If the ad- 
mindty-board had afted illegally or improperly, the laws of 
the country were open, and redress could be obtained by the 
injured party against them. That house, he contended, could 
no more declare the law, than they could make it. It composed 
but one of the branches of the legislature. A vote of that 
house was no more than an opinion ; it neither bound nor 
could reach any man, unless he had offended against the laws 
of his country, and if he had, he was amenable only to a le- 
gal tribimal. 

He gave the history of the cases or precedents cited from the 
papers on the table, which, after nearly an hour's detaily 
amounted simply to this, that Captain Crookshanks was re- 
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fiised to be heard as an accuser, merely because, after the en- 
gagement with the Glorioso, he went aboard the captain of 
the Warwick, and in presence of all the officers and seamen, 
purposely called upon deck, bestowed the highest commenda- 
tions on the prowess and skill of Captain Erskine, who with 
a fifty-gun ship had maintained so warm and long an engage- 
ment with a Spanish man of .war of seventy-four guns. The 
affair of Captain Stott was not of a nature properly cogniza- 
ble by the admiralty-board ; for it was only a charge of hav- 
ing entertained and rated on the books landmen as ordinary 
seamen, a distinction which it would be, indeedj very difficult 
to ascertain ; but taking the complaint as eventually well 
founded, it came within the description of embezzlement^ 
rather than of any criminal offence properly cognizable by 
the admiralty-board. He saidj the complaint of Captain 
Clements against his inferior oflScers was trivial in itself; and 
all the instances in which trials had been refused, were such 
only where the charges were loose and indefinite, and i^nted 
that degree of certainty and specification which was necessary 
to the party accused, to come upon equal terms to his de- 
fence. 

After repeatedly saying that the stream of precedents 
militated against the learned gentleman's, motion, he quoted 
the particular case of Captain Powlet, the present Duke of 
Bolton. 

In a letter which Captain Powlet wrote to the late Duke 
of Bedford, whom he imagined to be still at the head of the 
admiralty, he complained of the condudl of his principal, the 
late Admiral Griffin, for miscondu<St. The Duke, though 
out of office, as soon as he received it, transmitted it to the 
admiralty-board. When the Admiral arrived in England, he 
complained of Captain Powlet. A question arose, Whedier 
the letter, thus transmitted, should be deemed a private inti- 
mation, or public correspondence ? It was at length, finally 
determined, that the complaint of Captain Powlet should be 
enquired into, and the captain expressing a relu6lance and 
dislike on the occasion, that a private letter should be turned 
into a public accusation, in a letter to the board, he was 
answered, that when he lodged his complaint, he should have 
known that his admiral must be tried ; and he was informed, 
that the board were doing thdir duty when they directed him 
to make his charge. From the words must and duty, it was 
plain, the lords of the admiralty, at the time, held themselves 
bound to order a trial, as soon as a specific charge should be 
exhibited. The first letter sent to Captain Powlet was that 

fros^ 
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from which was copied the one sent to Admiral Keppel, to 
desire him to bring his charge against Sir Hugh Palliser, 
Gentlemen might think proper to be offended at the style of 
the letter, but they might now learn, that it was an official 
one, not particularly framed for the occasion. It >vas true, 
the admiral, in the case before-mentioned, recriminated ; but 
he was told, that he must first answer the charge of his infe- 
rior officer, before any charge he made could be properly en- 
quired into. 

His Lordship observed, that a great deal of pains had been 
taken in former debates and conversations on this subjc6l, to 
trace out an analogy between the power of grand juries and 
the, admiralty-board. For his part, he could not Jiscover the 
similitude.' The mode of proceeding, and the obj efts of en- 
quiry, were very different. Not to be condemned at the 
Old Bailey, was the chief interest and objcft of the person 
accused. The event of his trial was a matter of indifference 
to the public, so that justice was done : but in military and 
naval courts-martial, the public was deeply interested, when 
the parties accused were persons in high command. The per- 
sons thus called to account, might have the safety, protedlion, 
and dearest interests of the nation committed to their care, 
and it ever should be an objcft of the first importance to the 
people, that no man should be permitted to remain in the 
, service of his country, whose charafter had been impeached, 
till the truth of the charge was enquired into ; and, indeed, 
conmion justice and humanity required it, in behalf of the 
person accused. 

It was evident, that when the constitution empowers a set 
of men to discharge any particular trust, that it means to de- 
legate every thing necessary for effefting it. It was the duty 
of the admiralty-board in particular, to see that officers had 
done their duty ; to examine, without the power to give an 
opinion whether the matter was deserving of enquiry, could 
answer no purpose or end whatever. To prevent superior 
commands from falling into improper hands, was one of the 
prime duties of the admiralty-board. Where any cause of 
doubt arose, it was the duty of the board to send the ground 
of doubt to be enquired into; and when charges and insinua- 
tions were thrown out, it was the only means an officer had 
of vindicating his charafter. Many proofs had been given 
of the earnest desire of officers to avail themselves of this right 
by applications to the board, to have their condudl: en(;[uired 
into, which, in general, had been always complied with. 
AVere it otherwise, it might open a door to collusion, to co- 
ver 
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ver guilt, because^ if no accuser appeared, the person charged 
©r suspected might be permitted to escape with impunity. 

Admiral Knowles, though high in rank and reputation, 
had been tried on a charge of four of his captains, though the 
accusation was grounded on what must be esteemed an aft of 
gallantry. The board who ordered the trial were never cen- 
sured for sending the complaint to be enquired into. 

Captain (now Admiral) Arbuthnot was accused by a very- 
inferior officer ; his innocence was not questioned at the time> 
yet Sir Charles Saunders and Mr. Keppel, who then sat at the 
board, were never blamed for ordering him to be brought £o 
his trial. 

Mr. Windsor must now be tried, when restored to liberty, 
for the loss of the. Fox 5 yet all mankind must subscribe to 
the gallantry and high professional merit of the honourable 
captain : biit nevertheless, the admiralty-board had it not iA 
their power to stop thje established form of justice. 

His Lordship, upon the whole, contended,, that whatever- 
the law in technical construftion might seem to import, it was 
the usage that would and ought to determine the question* 
The praftice had, been uniformly to send complaints to a 
court-martial, when they were of such a nature as to admit 
of an issue : the complaint preferred against Sir Hugh Failiser 
came within that description ; and, as far as that principle 
led, he was ready to maintain against every gentleman of the 
long robe within and without that house, that the admiralty- 
board were not invested, either by the ancient, or any sub- 
sequent law, with the discretionary power, to the extent in- 
sisted upon by the learned gentleman. 

Lord Howe said, the doftrine so confidently urged by the 
noble Lord gave him just cause of alarm. He had afted ac- 
cording to the instruftions from the admiralty-board. Thpse 
instruftions vested in him what he deemed a discretionary 

Eower. He had afted conformably to those instruftions : 
ut what was he told now by an high official authority, no 
less than the mouth of the admiralty-board in that house. 
That though his instruftions were discretionary, those who 
delegated this discretionary power had no such power them- 
selves. If this should really be the case, he hoped that a bill 
would be brought in for the purpose of amending the aft in 
the first instance, and for that of protefting such as had afted 
under those powers in the second. 

For his part, as long as he knew or remembered any thing 
of naval service, a discretionary power was thought to exist \ 
was regularly exercised ^ andj till the aJSair of Admiral Kep- 
pel 
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pel brought the question into discussion^ was constantly ac-« 
quiesced ii^. The instruftions stated the power, and defined 
it; it was constantly exercised by every naval commander, 
2k3 soon as he quitted the narrow ^eas; nay more, one clauae 
in the aft even extended to the merchants' ^rvjce, and vested 
a discretionary power in a certain number of captains or mas- 
ters of trading vessels; for in any port where there happened 
to be at the same time five British masters of ships, upon a 
complaint against any master, petty oflicer, or seaman, 
aboard those ships, it was competent for the ofiicer? to pro- 
ceed to enquiry and judgment, referring, however, the sen- 
tence finally to the admiralty-board. He wished sincerely 
to have the matter fully explained. 

Mr. Hans Stanley said, if he assented tp the motion, he 
should give his assent to a motion which he did not approve 
of, particularly as it \¥as a resolution precedent to an intended 
and avowed vote of censure; if he gave it a negative, he 
must give it to a proposition several parts of which he looked 
upon to be true. He was persuaded that the admiralty-board 
were invested with a power to direft, refuse, or delay courts- 
martial ; consequently he could not vote against that part of 
the learned gentleman's motion. Experience justified him in 
^ifi^rming, that during the eight years he sat at the admiralty- 
board, which were the eight most glorious years this country 
ever knew, upon complaints preferred, it was always under- 
stood that the board might rejeft or entertain the charge if 
they thought proper. At the same time he did not like the 
word discretion, as stated in the motion ; it was a word too 
loose and indeterminate; nor could he ever assent to what 
appeared to him so liable to abuse ; for it might create a 
power not to receive any complaint, however justly founded, 
or to entertain any accusation, however absurd, preposterous 
;uid improbable. 

Rt. Hon. y. ToHvnshend congratulated the hon. gentleman 
who made the motion on his viftory over administration, so 
fsM* as his motion went. A gentleman of high charafter, of 
great weight with the other side of the house, had now de- 
clared, in the terms moved by his honourable friend, that 
the admiralty-board had a right to direft, refuse, and delay a 
court-martial. What was this but the very discretion con- 
tended for ? But the honourable gentleman does not like the 
word, because it is too loose ; nor the specification, because it 
is too definite. He will not give the motion an affirmative, 
be^ai|se if may lead to ^ vote of censure ; nor a negative, b&* 

cause 
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fKiuse It is founded in truth; in short, the honourable gen- 
tleman's argument goes to this, that he will not vote for a 
pl-pposition which he knows to be right, lest it should be fol- 
lowed by another which he does not approve of. He made 
several other observations to the same effeft, and sat down 
with observing, that all the ministerial mechanic powers of 
the admiralty-board, which had been stated as the only apo- 
logy for sending Sir Hugh Palliser's accusation to. be en- 
quired into, were totally abandoned by the honourable gen- 
tleman 5 they were set up as the temporary defence of the 
day, and being found no longer tenable, were thrown aside, 
and the favourite argument of not coming to any vote which 
may immediately or remotely affedl administration resorted 
to in the last instance. 

Mr. Ham Stanley appealed from the honourable gentle- 
man's conclusions: he denied that he acknowledged a discre- 
tionary power in the admiralty-board, in the sense conceived 
and now explained by the last speaker; nor that he said he 
would vote for the motion, if he was to vote at all; for the 
truth was, that he could neither vote for nor against it in the 
manner it presented itself to the house. If it was altered 
so as to meet his ideas, he would then vote, but not until 
then. He gave an intimation of wishing that the motion 
were disposed of in some other manner than giving it a di- 
rect negative. 

Mr. Wedderhurne [Attorney General] acknowledged that 
he had been led into a hasty opinion when the question was 
last mentioned in that house, though not to the extent nor 
in the manner which had been alluded to by his learned 
friend [Mr. Dunning]. He was clear, and perfectly coin- 
cided with his learned friend, that the adl of 22 George II. 
gave no new power, nor took away any old one, except in the 
single instance mentioned by him, relative to the limitation 
of the time for receiving an accusation either in Great-Britain 
or elsewhere. The powers vested in the board on its first 
constitution, continued the same to the present instant. He 
therefore begged to remind the house, that although what he 
ofiered on the subje£l was hastily offered, he nevertheless re- 
served to himself the natural right of re-consideration and 
revisal. He did not commit himself blindly; it was never 
his manner. He always spoke under the reserve of future re- 
vision ; and he was now as ready to acknowledge that the ad- . 
miralty-board had a right to direft, refuse, or delay courts- , 
martial, as he was when the question was first agitated to 

state 
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state his doubts, and give a conditional opinion that no such 
power existed. 

He did not think but the circumstances of the case on the 
present occasion fully justified the condudl of the admiralty- 
board. "What were they ? An officer of high rank, and of 
the first reputation in his profession, makes a. specific accu- 
^tion against his commander in chief, not of equal rank, 
but of equal reputation with the person whom he accused. 
What did the accuser, stake ? Every thing valuable and dear: 
the fruit of forty years services; a fame and reputation pur^ 
chased with his best ability; his professional rank; his seat 
at the admiralty-board; the lieutenant generalship of the 
marines ; the government of Scarborough Castle ; and even- 
tually his seat in that house. Was not one half of these a 
good pledge to the admiralty-board and the public, when 
staked upon an accusation consisting of five specific articles. 
For his part, he never believed the charge to be true ; and 
yet he confessed he was staggered when he considered how 
little the vice-admiral of the blue had to gain, and how very 
much he had to lose, and which he knew he must lose, if he 
failed in making good his accusation. He had already ex- 
perienced in part, what he well deserved. He had been de- 
clared by a most respeftable and honourable body of men^ 
the members of the court-martial who tried Mr. Keppel, 
as the author of a malicious and ill-r..uinded accusation. He 
had no reason to doubt that the assertion had been proved, 
and well proved ; and he (the vice-admiral) ought and must 
take' the consequences of his malice or folly, no matter 
which, so far as it was connected with the present debate. 
He did by no means wish to pre-judge the vice-admiral, 
who, he understood, was to undergo a trial into his conduft, 
relative to the aflFair of the 27th of July. Far from it ; he 
presupied that the vice-admiral was an able and gallant 
officer ; all he- meant to say was, that such an accusation, 
made by such a man, justified the condudl of the admiralty- 
board, and precluded them from exercising a discretion, 
which, in almost any circumstances short of those already 
mentioned, would perhaps have been extremely proper, 
when opposed to the deservedly high charafter and the 
eminent services of the commander in chief, as well as the 
numerous inconveniences which in times of war must ever 
accompany public enquiries of so extensive and important a 
nature. 

the 
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The main part of his argument, which was collateral on the 
subjeft at the time alluded to, he would never give up, as the 
inorc he considered the srubjeft, the mord ^ully he was con* 
Vinced he was right ; he meant the supposed analogy between 
the powers vested in the admiralty-board, and those intcrpo* 
sitional or discretionarypowers vested in grand juries upon bfll^ 
of indidfanent and informations in the court of King's Bench. 

The same ideas which prevailed with his learned friend oil 
•^ former occasion, seemed yet to keep possession of his mind. 
The motion said as much : the words ** according to the cir- 
cumstances of the case," had' evidently tliis interpositional of 
discretionary power in view. Would the learned gentleman 
jay, that the admiralty-board had the capacity to aft as ^ 
grand jury, or zs the court of King's Bench ? Could they, 
as well as the two latter, enquire into the ** particular cir- 
cumstances of the case ?" Could they examine witnesses, ei* 
ther ex parte as a grand jury, or as the court of King's Bench. 
If they could not, what circumstances of the case could |Jos* 
sibly come legally within their cognizance? Norte at all. He 
should therefore never consent to come to a vote, resting ott 
the broad ground of discfetioui Stich a vote, considered 
even as a rule to the gentlemen of the navy, would only 
Serve to distraft and confound, and lead to tiricertainty„ er- 
tor, and abuse. For instance, there was a commander of* 
a squadron now preparing to depart for the East Indies. He 
might not probably leave Portsmouth, should the present 
Vote pass, before he would learn that this house had declared 
the law, " that it is the duty of the commissioners of the ad- 
iniralty, and of every officer under them in their several sub* 
ordinate ranks and situations, to exercise a due and sound 
discretion." Well, the admiral proceeds perhaps till he gets 
beyond the line, and then takes up a book of great law atumo^ 
l-ity, which informs him, that discretion is the law of tyrants. 
In such a case, what is the admiral to do? A vote of this 
house tells him to exercise a due aftd sound discretion upon the 
circumstances arising before him; the- great law authority, 
warns him, that discretion is the tyrant's law. His three great 
propositions were, that the board ^ere invested with a discre- 
tionary power; that the power so vested was not analogous to 
any power exercised in the courts of common and criminal 
law ; and that it was absurd to come to a vote, to shew that 
a discretion was vested in the admiralty-board generally, 
when the nature of the discretion itself was limited, by in- 
cluding 
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eluding in the same votc;^ that the board had a right to direft, 
refuse, and delay sending complaints to be sent to a court- 
martial. Before he sat down, he declared he was partly of 
the opinion of the honourable gentleman. He could not 
say that the admiralty-board had not a discretion, noi* 
that they had, according to the circumstances of the case ; 
these words importing an intermediate enquiry, between the 
receiving of a complaint, and sending it to a court-martial* 
Thinking, therefore, that a diredl negative or affirmative 
would be equally improper, he begged to suspend the deci- 
sion of the question one way or other, by moving the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. Burke was severe on the reasoning of the learned gen- 
tleman. He apprdved much of his candour and explicit con- 
duA, in reprobating the absurd ideas of his friends, which 
he had so warmly espoused before Christmas ; and lamented 
that he had not pushed both a little further, and applied them 
fiiUy on the present occasion. 

The learned gentleman had given up two points without 
reserve. He ackitowledged, that the present board possessed 
every substantial power enjoyed by their predecessors since 
early in the reign of Charles II. and that the powers sa 
possessed amounted to discretionary powers ; but, says the 
learned gentleman, though a discretion is lodged in the board, 
they must not be told that they have it, particularly by this 
house* When the power is spoken of at first, it is extreme 
ly necessary to deny its existence, with a reserve, however, 
of acknowledging it hereafter, t- hen it can be no longer 
defended. But attend to the manner and further piu^pose of 
this concession; it is acknowledged, that this power exists, 
but sQoner than resolve one way or the other, the honourable 
and learned gentleman has proposed the previous question. 
By this means, as well iii form as effect, the learned gentle-< 
man, the first law-officer of the crown, tells you, that the 
admiralty-board were merely ministerial \ he tells you now, 
that be retained a reserve within his own breast of recanting 
his first opinion, and thereby retaining his credit and inte- 
grity. Well, what is the effect of all this ? He divides his 
discourse into tliree parts ; in the first he states the discretion 
contended on this side of the house ; in the next, that it 
docs not partake of the discretion exercised by grand-juries 
and the Court^of King's Bench, in granting or with-holding 
informations ; and, thirdly, because it is not such a species 
of discretion, and because it is limited, it amounts to no dis- 
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cretion at all. Thus, whether the discretion exists, or does 
not exist, forms no part of the question ; for if it does, it 
arises not from " the circumstances of the case 5" and if it 
does not exist precisely in that manner, it cannot be exer- 
cised. 

The learned gentleman continues but a very short time of 
the same opinion ; for, after labouring a great deal to prove 
that the discretion contended for at tliis side of the house, 
bears no resemblance to any other ^species of legal discretion 
whatever, he spends above half an hour in argument to> 
prove, that though the admiralty-board had a discretionary 
power, they could not properly exercise it, according to the 
circumstances of the case ; the very words^ in the motion 
^ith which he has quarrelled, and his motive for with-hold- 
ing his assent and getting rid of the motion by the previous 
question. The vice-admiral was an officer of high rank in 
the service, of great reputation in his profession, possessing, 
considerable posts and emoluments under government, the 
loss of which he hazarded on the truth or falsehood of the 
accusation preferred by him against his superior officer. Nowr^ 
by any rule of common sense, or deduftion, what are all 
these but the circumstances of the case ? Did not the board< 
deliberate and determine upon those circumstances ? If they 
did, then the learned gentleman's ground of objection falls 
instantly to the ground ; if they did not, they a6ted igno^ 
rantly and criminally in not exercising that discretion which 
the law had vested in them. 

The learned gentleman ,iinding himself bewildered, howw 
ever, in endless mazes of intricacy and contradiftion, ha^- 
recourse to a most curious and novel mixture of faft, suppo- - 
sition, and argument. 

He takes it for granted, that Sir Edward Hughes, now de^ 
stined for the East-Indies, should the house come to the pvo^ 
posed vote, will unfortunately go out possessed with the pne-f • 
posterous idea, that he is justified by this vote to exercise , a 
broad discretion. What next ? Why, as soon as Sir Edward. 
passes the line, so fate hath decreed it, he will take up^some. " 
great law authority to peruse, and having perused it, he witt.^ 
then and there find contained in the said law-book, that dis^ 
cretion is the law of tyrants. What then i^ the conclusion 'fr-' 
That Sir Edward will not know in the world what to do. . If 
he disobeys the vote of this house, he will be guilty of a breach 
of privilege, or at least a breach of duty; if he does not dift* • 
obejritj then comes hisconscience accusing him, reminding him 
. - • that 
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that he has preferred discretion, the tyrant's law. So that i( 
he does not aft discretionally, which the law impowers him 
to' do i or if he afts merely ministerially, which the law for- 
bids him to do, according to the concessions of the learned 
gentleman himself, Sir Edward is sure to remain in doubt and 
UQcertainty, and when he is afting perfeftly right, according 
to his own judgment and opinion, he must be persuaded he 
is afting perfeftly wrong, and contrary to his conscience. 

He was willing, however, not to shock the learned gentle- 
man's understanding, by tracing an analogy between the 
[KtKeedings of the admiralty-board and our courts of criminal 
and common law. He would acknowledge, that the board had 
na right to examine witnesses ex parte upon oath, like a.grand 
juryj nor to receive written testimonies upon oath, like the 
court of KingVbench, previous to the granting or refusing 
an information. But as the learned gentleman had described 
the board, stating the probabilities which determined their 
conduft on one side, why not suppose that they ouglit to 
have informed themselves as much as they could on the other ; 
and after putting them in opposite scales, determine fairly in 
fiiYOur of the weightiest. Why not take the long and able 
services of the commander in chief as the basis to plead on, 
at well as the services of Sir Hugh Palliser ? Why not con- 
snk the vice-admiral of the Red, Sir John Lindsay, Sir John 
Lockhart Ross, and the captains La Foreste, Walsingham, 
GowCT) &c. If the board could not examine them upon 
oath> they might confer with them as officers, and consult 
them as gentlemen and men of honour. If what those gen- 
tlemen would have said could not be received as evidence, 
k might well be opposed to an accusation not given in upon 
otfh. The opinions of such men, had they been desired^ 
Boaght well meet the opinion of thatx>f Sir Hugh Palliser, 
for his accusation was no more. He was not bound to prove 
^1 any other manner but by the oaths of other men; so that 
take it in any sense, if the opinions of those gentlemen alrea- 
dy mentioned had contradifted that of the vice-admiral of 
the blue, it would have been no more than weighing opinion 
agaiast opinion. 

He observed, that the noble Lord [Mulgrave] who opposed 
the motion, had with his usual ability contended, that a vote 
of the House of Commons, declaring the law, was not law, 
par binding upon the courts in Westminster-hall. He agreed 
with him most heartily ; but he trusted, that a vote of the 
House of Commons did not render what was before legal, il-> 
IqnL If it did not, then the observation went for nothing. 
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But the question of law wa^ already given up, by the noMe 
Lord's learned friend, who spo]%c last ; therefore, a vote of 
the House of Commons, declaring what the law was, whea 
it went to declare what the law was acknowledged to be^.was 
not usurping the whole legislative power into their ,owa hands, 
but a mere opinion, that the legislature had declared the law 
to be such as stated in the vote. 

The tioble Lord's sentimeats in the course of his speech 
brought a very remarkable circumstance fresh into his mindy 
which proved that his Lordship once entertained a very dif- 
ferent opinion. His Lordship moved a proposition in that 
House some years since, and maintained the propriety of it 
in a very able manner, in which it was asserted, that one of 
the ordinary funftions of the first law-oflSicer of the crown> 
[alluding to Captain Phipps's motion in 1777, relative to the 
illegality of the Attorney General's filing ex officio informa- 
tions,] was contrary to law, and the fundamental privileges 
of the people under the constitution j it seemed, however, 
that the noble Lord exerted himself in this spirited attempt^to 
no purpose ; for if it had been carried by a vote of the House 
of Commons, it would have availed nothing, it would have 
been disregarded by the judges in Westminster-hall, which 
was not the language held by him on that occasion, and which 
he would not have treated as an extra-judicial opinion, that 
no man was obliged to take notice or obey, because it had not 
the sanftion of the other two branches of the legislature. 

After some farther allusions on the former and present con*- 
duft of the noble Lord, he again resumed his observations on 
the arguments of the learned gentleman who spoke last, which 
he held up in a variety of strong lights, as involving a seriqs 
of absurdity and contradiftion. He concluded with recom- 
mending to the house, tb come to the vote desired, as the 
only means of removing that contrariety of opinion every per- 
son on the opposite bench held with himself, and every indi- 
vidual who spoke held with the speaker who preceded him. 

Mr. Solicitor Genera/ said he should enter into an investi- 
gation of the legal question, to shew, that the discretion vested 
in the admiralty-board was not analogous to any other speciet 
of power exercised in any of the stages of criminal proceed- 
ing. The board had been improperly described by the ho^- 
nourable gentleman who spoke last j for it could not author- 
jitatively send for Vice-admiral Harland, for Sir Wilham 
Lindsay, or Sir J. Lockhart Ross ; nor, if they had sei^t for then^ 
^nd interrogated them on the affair of the 27th and28tJ;i,of 
JvJjr, were they bound to answer. Nor could their Joose opL- 
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tiions, not given upon oath, or given under the sanation of 
any legal provision, outweigh the positive duty which the law 
imposed upon them in the capacity of commissionefs, having 
before them no less than an accusation, which, if proved, 
tendered the party cohvifted liable to suffer death. 
* The distinction lodged in a grand jury and the court of 
King's Bench, was of a very different texture. The grand 
jurors had a right to examine witnesses ex parte^ and, on that 
medium of proof, find or rejeft the bill as they thought pro* 
per. In like manner, the court of King's-bench hear the 
palsies by their counsel in court, and are in possession of fafts 
by affidavits, which is the great ground of proceeding. He 
Irent largely into this subject, to prove, that the discretion 
possessed by the admiralty-board did not partake of the na- 
ttore of that inherent in grand juries, and the court of 
King's-bench. 

'-'He then met the great argument, that the admiralty-board 
had the discretion contended for, but declined to exercise it, 
\^ch he defended upon the three following grounds ; the 
ttiagnitude and specification of the charge, the charafter of 
the accuser, and the strong probabilities which presented 
themselves to the board, that a person so circumstanced 
tJrotild not have brought an accusation totally false. 
■'The accusation was dire<5l and specific, and composed of 
fii^fe ^parate articles, upon any one of which issue might be 
taken, and the proof eventually lead to the condemnation of 
th^e accused, or the infamy and ignominy of the accuser. 
■■'What was the next consideration which ought to have 
j^rfe^sed itself on the minds of the admiralty-board ? The rank 
■ahd" character of the accuser. Who is this man ? He is a per- 
3<yn of very high character in his profession, of long and me- 
tited service, of great rank as a professional man, and was a 
witness and adlor in the transactions of the 27th and 28th of 
Jtdy. But supposing that the board had carried their doubts 
tof their fullest extent, would not the pledge, which the ac- 
tixatv held out to the board, be sufficient to do away all 
tfbnbts and surmises ? 

'■'''What then is the nature of this pledge } No less than a 
vice-admiral, one of the commissioners of the admiralty, 
iStehttenaiit-general of the marines, a governor of Scarborough 
c^fte, and "a member of that house, possessing places and 
<imoltitftehts little short of 5000/. fer annum, who is the au^ 
thor of 'the charge. AVhat then, in the acceptation of the 
<6oi0rmon-sense of mankind, does such a conduft amount to, 
but that a great and respedfable naval officer^ of dlstiu^vsl*.^ 
M 2 x^Y^- 
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reputation in his profsssionj comes to the admiralty-board> 
and tells them substantially, " This is my charge against 
Admiral Keppel.' I pledge myself to prove every article of 
it ; you cannot doubt my intentions^ for I have staked fbrtf 
years service, my rank, reputation, and great emoluments 
on the event. I must bring the charge home to the ^^arty 
accused, or my ruin is inevitable." Here he launched forth 
into very passionate expressions against Sir Hugh P^liseri 
and bestowed several harsh epithets on his conduft^ which 
he* attributed to the worst motives, those of envy, rancouF) 
i-esentmcnt, and self-defence. He said he was no longer wor* 
thy of notice, that he hoped the justice of the nation would 
be satisfied by bringing him to a trial, and though, for want 
of rigorous prosecution. Sir Hugh should be acquitted, he 
would be one of the first in that house to rise to move, or 
readiest to second a motion of censure on the admiralty* 
board, iif they should again employ a man who had been ooiw 
vifted, and, in his opinion, very properly convicted, of- the 
worst of all human crimes, that of preferring a malicious and 
ill-founded accusation against his principal in command); 
His conclusion on the whole was, that the admiralty-bo vd 
had a discretion of a particular nature, but not founded JH 
previous enquiry ; and that upon the circumstances which 
accompanied the accusation made by Sir Hugh Palliser cm 
the 9tn of December, though they were competent to refiise 
or delay, they were fully justified in immediately direftin^* 
court-martial. He spoke for ^ipwards of an hour^ and very 
ably. - '" 

The Lord Advocate of Scotland re-stated some of the argu- 
ments used by Mr. Attorney and Mr. Solicitor ; talked of 
Sir Hugh Palliser as a gallant ofiicer, accusing another gal- 
lant officer with miscondudl; and contended, that the ad* 
miralty-board could hot have afted otherwise than they had 
done, without being guilty of manifest partiality* He^tira- 
• veiled through a great deal of miscellaneous matljer^ ^uch 
as riots, window-breaking, processions into the chyi ii^. 
and afterwards returned to the subjeft, wishing rath^s to 
meet the motion fairly and direftly than by the pnevious 
question, because the words " circumstances of the case" 
could not be supported in the first motion, as the board 
had no authority whatever to enquire into circumstances; 
and of course no censure could lie on the admiralty'-boardi 
for not exercising a power they confessedly had not. .1. . 

Admiral 
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. Admiral Pigot contended, that the board had a discretion 
inth^ instance alluded to, and were specially called by the 
▼eiy words objefted to in the motion, " circumstances of the 
939C>" to rejcft the complaint. 

rj'What were those circumstances ? A vice-admiral^ knowing 
of the crimes dlledged by him against his superior in com- 
SOaiKl, comes into port, after being witness to a conduct 
which deserved capital punishment, and remains silent. He 
sails a second time, under the same commander, on whose 
skill and conduft the very safety, nay existence of this coun- 
try depended. Hitherto not a syllable of complaint escapes 
his lips, till attacked in prhit by an anonymous writer, who 
charged him with disobedience of orders. Here then, after 
some months, for the £rst time, in order to defend himself^ 
he finds fault with his commander in a newspaper, to 
which he signs his name. Nevertheless, a month intervenes 
and* no charge is made. At the end of that month, the af- 
£iir«of the 27th and 28th of July happens to be mentioned 
in^ that house, when he again repeat^ his charge. He con- 
fines he did not obey the signal ; he says he could not obey 
tt.i and charges the admiral with being the cause of his not 
bdng able to perform his duty, by his mistakes and errors 
in his mode of engaging \ he adds at the same time, *^ There is 
nothing I more sincerely wish, than to have my conduA 
enquired into ; but I decline it merely on account of tiie 
advancement of the public service, which must materi- 
ally sufifer should I be brought to trial." Well, a day 
was appointed when tlie house should next be in a com- 
aiiittee of supply, on the navy establishment, namely, on 

r ilAth of December, to enter into a discussion on the 
subjcA* On that day he attended in his place in tliat 
house :; both the admirals were present \ Sir Hugh Palliser 
said) the committee would be deferred till Friday (the llth) 
when he would again attend in his place. • This was about 
{&/ qu^er after three. In a few minutes after. Sir Hugh 
quitted the house, with the accusation in. his pocket, which 
.was: received by the board at half past three, and a letter 
sent at half past ten that night to Admiral Keppel to prepare 
£qk his trial. This plain narrative of fa6ts furnished " the 

. v.«Hraiimi8tances of the case," which would have fully justified 

^thonboaord in refusing a trial. Sir Hugh's silence at Ply- 

inoulh^^ttnd from thcuce to the appearance of the anonymous 

publicatiimi his apology tO;.the House of Commons for 

ttjftii'dtemanding a trial into his own conduft, his secretly 

M 3 preferring 



im PARLIAMfiNTARt A. 177^. 

preferring the accusation previous to the day in which the 
matter was agam to be discussed in the House of Commons, 
and his declaring in his place in that house, after the accu« 
sation was received by the board, that' he would never have 
preferred it, were it not to clear his own charafter. Thesie, 
he said, were the circumstances of the case 5 circumstances 
more than sufficient to shew, that the accusation originated 
either in the most base and unmanly malice, or in a princi* 
pie of self-defence and conscious guilt or negligence in the 
day of aftion. 

The admiral then passed several high encomiums on the 
two great officers about to quit the service (Howe and Kep* 
pel.) He recapitulated their various services in very flat^ 
teting terms. He begged Lord Howe's pardon for speaking 
favourably of him to his face, as he knew no man liked it 
less ; spoke of his great services at Rhode Island 5 read i 
very long letter from his brother who commanded there^ 
highly extolling the conduft of his Lordship ; and concluded 
with a general testimony, how calculated by every virtuoi ' 
public and private, he was to conquer and command, by th* 
interest he had in the heart of every British seaman. H^ 
trusted the expression, however homely, would not offend hit 
Lordship : that was, ** Give us Black Dick, and wc; fear 
nothing." He added, though from particular circumstancoB ' 
several great naval charafters were disgusted, he coiikl 
never hear without pain, that it might and would affeft 
the service in general. It was reported, that upwards t)f 
twenty captains of the first reputation were on the point 
of retiring from the service. He had made an enquiry con- 
cerning its truthi and he was glad to find it was totally 
groundless. 

Lord Howe answered the compliments paid him by the last 
honourable gentleman, confessed how little he deserved them^ 
and observed, that he would deserve the epithet of " black," 
indeed, in a very different sense, if he did not feel the moft 
grateful emotions at his heart, on the very favourable opi- 
nion his country, his brother officers and seamen, entertain- 
ed of his feeble attempts towards a performance of his 
duty. 

He said nevertheless, it would not be prudent to trust the 
little reputation he had earned by forty years service, his 
personal honour, and every thing else which he held dear, into 
the hands of men who had neither the ability to aft on their 

owt^ 
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own judpncnt, or the integrity and good sense to. follow 
the advice of others, who might know more of the matter. 

General Conway said, the gentlemen of the long robe who 
opposed the motion, had clouded it over, and thrown the 
whole into uncertainty and confusion. They had in one 
part- of their arguments contended even for the discretion 
they laboured most earnestly and violently to prove, that it 
was a particular species of discretion ; they agreed in fuft to 
the terms of the motion, and finally had laboured to put o£F 
the decision, by the means of the previous question, because 
they doubted the extent and nature of the discretion. 

He then entered into the question at large, to shew that the 
admiralty board had a -discretional power to send or not to 
-send the accusation to be enquired into, and that tliere never 
was an occasion, upon the apparent circumstances of the case, 
which called more pressingly for the discixtional interposition 
of the admiralty board. 

* ' Mr. Fox laid the principal stress of his argument on the 
•admiralty-board, not only sending Mr. Keppel to trial in the 
hasty precipitate manner in which they did, but refusing 
liiitn the use of such part of his instru<Stions as might be ne- 
cessary to his defence. He read the letters which passed be- 
tween the admiral and the board, pending the trial, which he 
«oatended amounted to a direft denial : because, first, they 
Idl him, that they will admit him to make use of such part of 
lib instrudlions as may not be the means of conveying im- 
-proper intelligence to the enemy ; and when the Admiral ap- 
plied the second time, he was in fadt refused, for he received 
a'ropy of no part of the instruftions. He concluded, em- 
. 'phatically, that the man, the Earl of Sandwich (he named him) 
who deprived this country of two of her bravest Admirals, 
was a greater traitor to the nation than the man who set fire 
to the dock-yards. 

.'^Lord North spoke in answer to most of the arguments that 
had been urged on the other side. His chief effort was to 
distinguish the same services and reputation attending the 
condu6i: of Admiral Keppel, from, what he called, the false 
and spurious pretensions built upon them by the friends of 
the present motion. His Lordship launched forth into the 
Wghest panegyric on the Admiral, who, as a first rate, he re- 
presented as sailing before the wind, with all his sails set and 
streamers flying ; he observed, that opposition had forced 
themselves into the shrouds, some on the yards, &c. 

M 4 • they 
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They " in their little bark attendant' sail, •■ ^ -^^' 

• / . Pursue the- triumph, and .partake the gale." ' ' ' ^^'^ 
. After pursuing t;his idea for sonie time, his Lorddiip com- 
jpared them to the barnicles which fasten lipbn a ship^'s b6t- 
torn, render it foul, and . impede its usual progress. In one 
' view, he observed they added to the triumph ; in the other, 
they rendered the Admiral's bottom foul, his courses slow, 
and if he did not shake them off in time, they might soon 
render a repair extremely necessary. 

His Lordship went into a variety of proofs to shew that 
the beard could not have afted otherwise than they had ; for 
that if the trial had been refused, it would furnish a pretence 
for saying that they received a complaint, or perhaps advised- 
itj and refused to send the charge to be enquired into, ort pur- 
' pose to prevent the Admiral from proving his innocence. 
Colonel Barre was severe upon Lords North and Sand- 
wich, who, if they knew what every crown lawyer now- ebn- 
fessed, he said, behaved like traitors to their country. *^at 
they had entered into a conspiracy to sacrifice Admiral Kep- 
pel to their malice and revenge. And he warned the n^l? 
Lord in the blue ribbon, who, since his late declaratitoir in 
that house, was equally responsible with the noble Eiri in 
the other house, that if Admiral Keppel and Lofd Howe 
were to be driven from the service of their country, or, aks he 
emphatically expressed hpiself, if this country should be de- 
spoiled of their services by such macliinations and cabinet in- 
' trigues, that his, and the noble Earl's head alluded to, be sta- 
^•ked on the event. He was called to order by the house, and 
'.particularly by Mr. Penton j but he grew more violent, ai)d 
compared his Majesty's ministers to a knot of midnight con- 
spirators, plotting their country's ruin, arid proscribing the 
lives, fortunes and reputation of every man who was likely 
to stand-in the way of the accomplishment of their deep-laid 
pbut weak and nefarious system ; a system every way calculat- 
!♦ cd to ruin the nation, to render Parliament shamefully ser- 
vile and contemptible, and to arm a few chosen instruments 
with a species of power, no less destructive of the constitu- 
tion, than of the personal glory and ease of the Sovereign, 
and the general prosperity and happiness of the people. 

Hon. Mr. St, John concluded the debate with an eulogium 
on the public and private virtues of the noble Lord in the 
blue ribbon ; on his great ministerial abilities, contempt of 
money, indefatigable industry, and disregard of power aixd 
worldly honours. Mr. St. John was interrupted from every 

side 
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side of the house, hy a general call for the question ! the 
question ! . 

^At half pafit one o'clock, the house divided on the previ- 
ous question moved by the Attorney General ; ayes 133, noes 
228. 

The three following gentlemen were in the minority on 
this division, who were absent at the time of the divisions tm 
the 3d and 8th of March : 

Right hon, William Gerard Hamilton....Wareham 

. Thomas Lister Clitheroe 

Hon. T. F. Wenman .Westbury . 

As €oon as tlie members returned into the house, another 
division took place on Mr. Dunning's second motion, ayes 
121, noes 218. 

March 16. 
Hon. jT. Luttrell moved, " that in a committee the rapid 
decay of the British fleet should be taken into consideration, 
and some means thought of for seasoning and preparing the 
;tiniber in the dock-yards." The necessity of this measure 
■. be staged by shewing, that since the appointment of the pre- 
sent first Lord of the Admiralty, there had been most rapid 
decs^y 5 that a very great number of ships, built but a short 
,time ago, were already useless ; that upwards of forty ships 
of war had been lost within the last two years, by the decay 
..of ttie timber; that a sele(ft committee had given it as their 
^ opinion, that Parliament should immediately enquire into 
^oxoe better means than were now used; and he informed 
., the house, that the proposal which would be laid before the 
committee was the result of a long, expensive, and experi- 
. mental research, and which he hoped would be found sric- 
. x^uate to the purpose. The person who had made it had 
been requested to lay it before the navy-board, which he ob- 
. jefted to, but he was willing to lay it before Parliament. 
Lord North objefted to the words, " rapid decay." 
Hon* T, Luttre/I withdrew them, declaring, that the only 
purpose he had to serve in this matter was the good of his 
country, and the latter part of the motion tended to that ef- 
fect. 

Lord Mulgrave objefted to the enquiry altogether ; the 
jaavy-board was the proper place for such researches; Parlia- 
ment w^s very incapable of investigating the matter, as had 
been proved in the recent instance, when the committee had 
sat three months, and had come to no resolutions on the sub- 
jeft. 

Hon. 
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Hon. .71 Luiirell said, he must inform the noble Lord why 
the proposition could not come before tlie navy-board. Lord- 
Sandwich had used the gentleman ill, in not having com- 
plied with the recommendation of the secretary of state, for 
providing for him in the line of his profession. 

The Speaker objcfted to Mr< LuttrelFs rising so often to 
speak. Mr. Luttrell contended he was within the rules of 
usage, justified by daily precedent, and by the chair itself, in 
so far as the speaker had on a former occasion declared, that, 
in professional questions, gentlemen might rise to give infor-' 
mation more than once. '' 

Mr. Rigby rose to order, and in the course of his speech, 
threw out some oblique hints against the honourable gen- 
tleman for making long speeches, and said he did not kiiow 
for liis part what the motion was. . 

Hon. T. Luttreli rose also to order, and concluded his 
, speech with saying, that on this subject the honourable gen- 
tleman seemed to be ignorant of every thing, but the infa- 
mous and inordinate profits of his own employment. * 

The Attorney General [Mr. Wedderburne] moved to take 
down the words. The words were taken down, and acknow- 
ledged by Mr. Luttrell, and he explained their meaning by 
saying, not infamous with respeft to the gentleman, but infa- 
mous for the country to admit at this time of increasing bur- 
thens, increasing expences, and increasing the taxation.* 

The Attorney General moved, that those words are very 
unparliamentary, and too indecent to be used. Mr. Goodrkke 
seconded the motion, because, as he afterwards said, they 
seemed to infer that the honourable gentleman spoke from 
no other principle but from motives of emolument. 

A short conversation arose on this question, wherein Mr, 
Rigby dropped some severe words, and which was put an end 
to by a speech of the Hon. J, Luttrell^ who said he would 
not countenance his honourable relation lA any personality 
which he would condemn in another, was sensible that his 
Iwother did not mean any personal attack on the charafter of 
a man whom he was sensible he respedled, and he thought 
it would be honourable in his brother to explain himself 
more fully. 

Hon. ST. Luttrell said that he would before that have risen 
to explain himself more fully, but for some expressions that 

had 
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had fallen from the hon. gentleman, which prevented him. 
He %rould be the last man in that house to explain away any 
assertion he had dared to make, at the same time that he 
would be as far as any one from permitting an expression of 
his, conceived in warmth, and spoken obscurely, to hint a 
refledKon for want of an explanation. In this case he could 
call many gentlemen in the house, to attest for him the opi- 
nion he held of the honourable gentleman. 

Mr. Rigby saidj the manner in which Mr. J. Luttrell had 
interfered, fully satisfied him; he had misconceived his bro.^ 
ther; he hoped the honourable gentleman would forgive him 
for the warmth he had shewn, and he hoped the motion 
would be withdrawn. 

The Attorney General withdrew his motion: and Mf. 
Luttrell did the same. 

March \1. 

Mr. Frederick Montagu moved, by instruftion of the com- 
mittee of the whole house, to whom it was referred to con- 
sider of granting relief to dissenting ministers, teachers, &c. 
for leave to bring in a bill. 

Sir Henry Hoghton seconded the motion. 

Mr. Moysey rose, not to oppose bringing in a bill of that 
sort, but, as he should not be in town when such bill was de- 
bated, to express some doubts he entertained of the propriety 
of the measure. He said the condudl of the legislature, from 
thje time of passing the toleration a<St to the present day, af- 
forded a lesson of great caution and circumspcdlion, as they 
had ever declined making any alteration in the law upon thi» 
subjedl, though their attention had been often called to it. 
He observed, that the objects of the proposed bill were per- 
sons whose province it was to instrudi mankind ; that from 
the first establishment of our national church, the legislature 
had anxiously laboured to secure all persons of that descrip- 
tion in the do<ftrine and principles of the church of England; 
that without such foundation the church could not have stoodj 
and the te^t a<Sl: never would have passed; thaf though the ol*. 
jedh of the bill were confined to preachers of dissenting Con- 
gregations, that was in truth to all the world who would 
come and hear them, any body was a dissenter for the pur- 
pose of making an audience; that a preacher and teacher was 
a public trust, that indulgence to tender consciences, liberty 
to use their own form of worship, and to abstain from such 
modes as any men's opinions rejected, were already allowed \ 
that it was difficult to say, how far tests in favour of the esta- 
blished 
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blished church should be extended, but it was a great deal to 
expeA from any legislature, that it should authorise any order 
of men to preach against its own church, which would be the 
effeft of this bill; that the late aft for the relief of Romsii 
Catholics afforded no argument in favour of tliis bill, unlesfl 
it could appc?ar that not only papists but popish pries&s were; 
aftually tolerated; and he inclined strongly to think that 
though the present form of the several tests might admit o£ 
amendment, yet that some sort of test in favour of tlie 
church of England ought to be required from those who werg 
professedly to teach the subjeft of religion, unless we wished 
to multiply rather than tolerate dissenters. 

Sir William Bagot moved to put off" the bringing in the 
))ill to this day ibur months. 

Sir R. Neivdigate seconded the motion ; the house dividcjelj 
for the bill 77, against it 6. 

March 18. . .. ...v;; 

Mr. Burhe said he had a petition from several of his .M;»t 
jcsty's Roman Catholic subje£ls of North Britain to present 
to the house. *• u 

Ijord Northy by his Majesty's command, acquainted, the 
house, that his Majesty, having been informed of the cout 
tents of the said petition, recommends it to the consideratipo 
of the house. ,r 

Then the petition was brought up, and read; setting forth, 
that we, your petitioners, the Roman Catholics residing iu 
the cities of Edinburgh and Glasgow, beg leave, with the 
^iQst profound respeft and deference, to lay before this hor 
nourable house the treatment we have lately met with ft:oiQ 
the fury of ^ misguided populace, and to implore that redre^ 
and protection whicli we are persuaded this hongurable hou$§ 
will think that our wrongs require, and which the known 
justice and humanity of the British legislature give us ground 
to expeft: We, and the rest of our brethren in Scotland^ 
haye, for a long series of years, endeavoured, by our Inofte^ 
sjye and dutiful condudl, to approve ourselves hiurmless. aiad 
useful subjefts of .the British empire; and were ready to ;enDK 
brace, with pleasure, every opportunity of serving our cQunr 
try^ though at the expence of our lives and fortunes.; en^Qu*- 
raged by the spirit of humanity and tolcratioii, whifib W6J52|4 
reason to bdieve distinguished an enlightened and liber,^ age, 
^d having immediately in our view the late relaxation of tj^Q 
penal laws against our felloW: subjects the Roman Catholics, gf 
England,. we ventured to hope that the same indulgenice 

might. 
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might, at least in some respcft, be shcwrt to us; and we flat- 
tered ourselves, that our loyal and submissive behaviour upon 
that occasion, and our willingness to have our relief post- 
poned when the bill was brought in for the relief of the Ro- 
man Catholics of England, did, in some degree, intitle us 
to it : conscious of the justice of our hopes, and of the inno- 
cence of our conduct, we beheld with concern, that the very 
circumstance of our humility and duty in postponing our re- 
lief, instead of reconciling the minds of some mistaken per- 
sons to us, was made use of to exasperate the lower people 
into dispositions of great violence: the public papers were 
filled with the most virulent and inflammatory advertise- 
ments^; pamphlets were published and dispersed every where 
among the populace, representing us in the most unjust and 
odious colours, as enemies to society, and unworthy of being 
allowed an existence ; invitations were sent throughout all 
Scotland, encouraging the people to join all their interest and 
pifirses to oppose all attempts to allow us the smallest part of - 
the rights of subjefts : the consequences of all this were such 
as might be expcdled ; the common people were every where 
stirred up to the utmost rage j!nd fury against us, and the pub- 
lic papers were daily filled with resolutions of boroughs, in- 
corporations, societies, parishes, &c. from several parts of 
Scotland, strenuously to oppose any attempt that might be 
made in Parliament to do any thing in our favour : we, on 
our part, considering the spirit which had by such unjustifi- 
ablearts been raised against us, and the seditious tendency of 
many of those means which had been used to inflame the pep- 
pky and dreading the consequences of their enthusiastic fury, 
if raised to a certain point, did, of our o^vn accord, chearfully 
give up every thought of applying to Parliament while that 
ferment lasted, choosing rather to postpone our own ease to 
some more quiet time, than to endanger the peace of our 
country ; and this our resolution was, immediately, in the 
xxmI^ dutiful manner, signified to the proper ofBcer of state : 
we hoped that this convincing proof, the greatest that could 
be given of our submission to government, and our peace- 
able disposition, if it did not reconcile the people to us, 
would at least put an end to those animosities which their 
groundless apprehensions had raised against us; but in this 
we were greatly mistaken: the enthusiastic fury which had 
been excited in their minds was got to such a height, that they 
seemed to be but the more obstinately bent on our destrudioh; 
the minds of the populace inEdinburgh and Glasgow continu- 

-ing 
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ing irritated against us, and this irritation being kept t^ by 
art, a most violent tumult arose ; the muhitude, notwithsti»id- 
ing the endeavours of the magistrates of both these cities^ 
proceeded to the greatest extremities, plundered our eflfe6t^ 
burned and destroyed our houses^ insulted our persons^ ^ttd 
even threatened the lives of several had they fallen into theif 
hands: we do not wish to exaggerate any part of their dis- 
orders, or of our sufierings, or even to expose at large to this 
honourable house what we wish we could with safety to oiir-^ 
selves bury in eternal oblivion. In these distressing circliih- 
stances, to whom can we fly for relief and protection, bat to 
the justice and humanity of Parliament? By the severity of 
the laws against us we are in a great measure precluded from 
all legal redress, and on that account inferior courts have it 
not in their power to help us ; it is tKe legislature alone that 
can protcft us, and it -is from their goodness alone that we 
expeifl to bcproteftedj but, while we throw ourselves with 
confidence upon the mercy of Parliament, we beg leave, with 
the most profound submission, to make the nature of our r6- 
quest fiiUy known to this most respeftable body : in the firfiit 
place, we are far, very far, from entertaining a resentment 
against any one whatsoever, or from desiring that any person 
should be called to account, much less should be punished for 
the injury done to us : we forgive from the bottom of our 
hearts 5 and, should any person be taken into custody, or pro* 
secuted upon our accounjt, if we were worthy to be heard, wc 
should presume to petition in the most earnest manner for 
his pardon: this we declare, not from a consciousness of having 
done any thing that could deserve the cruel treatment we hisivc 
met with, our conscience is perfeftly clear as to that, our beha- 
viour has been blameless both as subjefts and citizens, arid we 
challenge our greatest enemies, even those who have burned 
our houses and attempted our lives, to prove any breach df duty 
against us in either respeft; but we do it because it is the real 
disposition of our minds, diftated by reason, and enjoined by 
our religion : in the second place, we chearfully lay aside aU 
duwghts of asking any relaxation of these severe laws against 
us at this time : indeed we cannot help thinking it very hardj 
that we alone should be wholly denied that relief which has 
been in some degree granted to our brethren in all other part* 
of his Majesty's dominions: our claim to such relief is no less 
founded in justice than theirs*, but we are sensible that, consi- 
dering the present flame which is raised against us, it might 
disturb the peace of our country to insist upon it, and on that 

account 
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accoimt alone we abstain, in the present circumstances, from 
desiring it, protesting alway to this honourable house, and to 
the world, that our conscience acquits us of any offence, ei- 
ther in opinions or actions, which can render us deserving of 
those laws of extreme rigour to which we submit ; and that 
we are perfeftly ready to give the most effeftual proofs which 
the wisdom of the legislature can suggest, of our fidelity to 
hb Majesty, and attachment to the constitution of our country: 
but though we abandon wholly our resentments, and even 
dutifully suspend our petitions for those rights of subje<£l5 
to which we conceive, in all humility, that we are enti- 
tled, the duty of self-preservation will not suffer us to renounce 
all claim to every sort of protection; nor will the narrowness 
of our private circumstances, and the justice which several of 
tM owe to our unhappy families, now utterly ruined, permit . 
U8 to relinquish our humble endeavours for compensation for 
our heavy losses, from the equity and humanity of the pub- 
lic : had the severe penal laws been regularly put in execution 
against us, had we been legally tried and condemned to suf- 
fer, for serving Almighty God as our conscience didlates, 
from the profound respedl we bear to the laws of our coun- 
try, we should have borne our hard lots with patience, as we 
already have often done, without complaint or murmur : but 
we cannot help thinking it extremely hard to be exposed to 
the fary of a lawless multitude, without the smallest provoca- 
tion on our parts, and to be so cruelly and inhumanely treated 
by them, without any form of triad, without being heard, 
oamined, and legally condemned. What, therefore, we 
most humbly, and with the 'most profound submission, ven«> 
ture to request is, that this honourable house, taking our 
case into consideration, would be graciously pleased, in such 
a manner ajs they see fit, to find means of compensation, to 
persons utterly unable to bear them, for the heavy losses we- 
have so unjustly sustained ; and, seeing that we must still be 
CQcposed to the same barbarous treatment from the desperate 
and misguided zeal of the same furious people, if someefitc* 
tual protection be not given to us, that this honourable house 
wpuld further be pleased to provide for our future safety, 
that, until the laws can be coolly reconsidered, our persons 
and property may have some security from such lawless out- 
rages for the time to come, by taking such measures as they 
shall judge; most adequate to that end. We most humbly beg 
leave to assure this honourable house, that this our earnest 
request, for. probe^^on is not nude without thestrongest rea*. 
8 son ; 
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son ; for the same unprovoked enemies, who have hitherto 
persecuted us in so cruel a manner, far from being satisfied 
with their late success, have made it a ground for further vio- 
lence; those who have never threatened us,, witliout execut- 
ing their menaces, have published and dispersed a sort of nuu- 
nifesto, calling upon all orders of people stri6Uy to enforce the 
execution of the most sanguinary laws upon us, denying the 
authority of Parliament to repeal those laws, or any other 
laws made before the union, threatening the magistrates with 
the same violence which they have employed against your pe- 
titioners, if they do not cause them to be executed, represent- 
ing those means of banishing and putting to death youf peti- 
tioners, as their rights and jl)rivi leges, and proposing assod- 
ations against buying or selling, borrowing or lending, or 
having any of the ordinary intercourse of society with those «f 
our religion, and threatening to proceed against all who shall 
refuse to join them in those measures, as if they were papists; 
and they have, in their late violent attempts against some of . 
the most respedlable characters in the established church of 
Scotland, shewn how far they are capable of aAing against 
such as discover any degree of moderation in their sentiments: 
in a word, nothing can be more deplorable, and (without the 
cffeclual aid of the legislature) more hopeless, than <nir con- 
dition. We humbly presume that this our request will ap- 
pear neither disrespectful nor unreasonable to this honoizraUe 
house, and we hope the justice and humanity of that respec- 
table body, whose favourite and noblest prerogative is to be 
the proteftors of the injured, and the defenders of the rights 
of that people whom they represent, will be graciously pleas- 
ed to take us into their proteftion, who have nothing more at 
heart than to demean ourselves as dutiful subjefts and good 
citizens, and who, by our loyalty to our prince, and by our 
innocent and submissive behaviour, will make it our constant 
endeavour to merit their favour and approbation. 

Mr. Burke moved that the said petition be referred to the 
consideration of a committee, and that they do examine the 
matter thereof, and report the same, as it shall appear to thenif 
to the house. He shewed the absurdity of the arguments 
used by the Scotch, in justifying their violent conduct, and 
exposed the supineness of government upon the attacks of the 
Scotch rioters on the peace and property of his Majest/s Po- 
pish subjcfts, in that part of the empire. Hehoped that govern- 
ment was not dead, but only asleep. At this moment he look- 
ed direftly at Lord North, who was asleep^ and said, in the 

scripture 
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•cripturephrasej " BrotherLazareth is not dead, but sleepeth** 
The'laugif upon this occasion, was not more loiid on one side 
of the house than on the other. Even the noble Lord allud- 
ed to on the occasion, seemed to enjoy the allusion as heartily 
as die rest of the house, as soon as he v^-as sufficiently awake 
to understand the cause of the joke. 

•Lord Beauchamp was for granting the request of the peti- 
tiotiers. 

Lord George Gordon spoke against the expediency of giving 
Joleration to the Roman Catholics of Scotland, equal to that 
allowed to the same se£l in Endand and Ireland. 

Mr. Fox said, the Roman Catholics of Scotland were not 
only entitled to compensation for their losses, but that it be- 
came the honour and humanity, as well as the dignity of 
Parliament, to repeal the penal laws against them, and not 
be deterred by little insurreftions in a small corner of theif 
empire,' from doing an a<^ of common justice. 

'Lord North declared, that he thought compensation should 
be made, and would be most ready, at any time, to give his 
Axpport to such a measure, if he were not decidedly of opinion 
that voluntary compensation was infinitely more eligible than 
that which was compulsory. He had been well informed 
that due recompence was intended to be made by the magi- 
strateff of the distrifts in which the mischieife were committed; 
he thought it prudent to defer any further proceedings in the 
business, till the result of their measures should be known ; 
he therefore thought it best to move the previous question. 
The previous question was then put, and carried without a 
division ; after which the petition was ordered to lie upon the 
table. 

Lord North acquainted the house, that he had a message 
firom his Majesty to the house, which he presented, and it 
was read by Mr. Speaker. 
GEORGE R. 

His Majesty having received information from the Earl of 
Btiddnghamshire, his lieutenant-geheral and general-governor 
o^ has Inngdom of Ireland, that the revenues of that kingdom 
havey of late> proved greatly deficient and inadequate to the 
purposes for which they were granted ; and his Majesty, mov- 
ed with concern and compassion for the distresses of his loyat 
ixuL£suthfuIsubje£h of that kingdom, and being anxious that 
soBoe UDsnediate and efie£hial relief should be afforded to 
them, thinks it necessary to recommend to the consideration 
of this house, whether it may not be proper, in the present • 

Vol. XI. N circunftstances 
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circumstances of Ireland, that the whole charge of the regi- 
irtents on the Irish establishment, now serving out of that 
kingdom, should be paid by Great Britain. 

G. R, 
Lord North moved that his Majesty's message be referred 
to the consideration of the committee of supply. Agreed 
to. ' " . 

Order of the day for going into a committee on the im- 
portation of sugars into Ireland. 

Sir George Tonge objected to the Speaker's leaving the chair, 
because the bill would produce consequences no less fatal to 
this country, than the total loss of the colony trade. There , 
were annually, he said, imported into Great Britain 1 50,000 
hogsheads of sugar, valued at 3,759,0001. annually. The 
whole imports from the West Indies were 4,500,0001. annu- 
ally, and that the trade employed 500 ships of 100,000 tons 
burden, and 10,000 seamen. The duties arising from the 
trade were upwards of 400,0001. a year, and this great siuii, 
he said, we were dashing away by the present bill ; he ob- , 
jefted to it, and therefore would vote against the Speaker's 
leaving the chair. 

Mr. Sawbridge was against all monopolies of trade, and 
commercial interdiftions ; he declared there was trade enough, 
for every nation on earth, if all impolitic restriftions were re- 
pealed ; and asserted that no nation, nor corporate body, nor 
individual, had a right to deprive another of the benefits of 
manufaftures, trade, and commerce. 

Mr. Burke declared, that, if the mover of the bill meant tQ 
modify it in any degree, he would give his vote against going 
into a committee, for he would not enter into any compo- 
sition 5 It was for the interest of Great Britain to throw 
open even the woolen trade to Ireland 5 and if it was not 
done now voluntarily, the French would soon oblige us tp 
doit. 

General Conway and Sir Cecil Wray wished for a full en* 
quiry into the distresses of Ireland, and a mature deljbei^ation 
on the means of applying general relief.- 

Sir WiUiam Meredith maintained, that the duties, on the 
importation of sugars, being mortgaged as a security for funds 
long since borrowed, Parliament could not make any altera- 
tion, such as this bill proposed, without the consent of the 
public creditors ; it would be a manifest fraud. The planters 
in the West Indies have laid out great sums to improve their 
7 sugar 



A. i779* DEBATES. 179 

sugar estates ; their agents and partners are the merchants 
oif Great Britain, who may have advanced them considerable 
sums ; and their property muiit be greatly injui'ed by open- 
ing the importation to Ireland ; therefore their cdiisent should. 
have been obtained. 

The house divided on the question for leaving the chair ; 
for it 5Si against it 62 ; adjourned to the 22d. 
March 2^. 

Sir Piilip Jennings Gierke observed, that the extraordina- 
ries of the army amounted, according to the estimate then 
on the table, to the immense sum of upwards of two mil- 
lions, which was one million more than they hadtver cost in 
any preceding year of the last or present war, although in 
the year 1777 there was another army to maintain. Sir 
Philip stated the matter to call for the most serious consider- 
dtioii of the hpuse ; and it was impossible for any number of 
gentlemen to peruse the paper on the table with proper atten- 
tion, he presumed, if only that single copy lay before the 
house ; riot half the members would know any thing about a 
matter of so much importance, when the house proceeded t6 
debate upon it the ensuing Wednesday. He contended that 
the matter concerned the public at large, those without doors 
as well as those within, and thei*efore he moved that the ac- 
count of the extraordinaries of the army be printed for the 
use of the members. 

Lord North opposed the motion, as a matter totally unpre- 
cedented and new. He said it was a strange motion, and so 
contrary to the praftice of the housd, and opposite to every 
thing to be found on the journals, that he could not by any 
means agree to it. The honourable gentleman had said the 
estimate was a matter which concerned the public : it was vety 
tnie it did, but he could never allow that if by the public the 
honourable gentleman meant the populace, the readers of 
newspapers, i and coffee-house readers, that they had a right 
to see it* The real public, the representatives of tHe Com- 
mons of England, the members of that house, he owned had, 
but he declared he never would give up the point, that people 
without doors had any right to see it before it appeared on the 
journals of the house. He stated also that the honourable 
gentleman was wrong in his assertion, that the extraordina- 
ries in the present account amounted to more than ever the 
extraordinaries of the army amounted to in any years of the 
last war; lie believed there were years in which they amount- 
ed to indre. 

N 2 Colonel 
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Colonel Barr^ supported Sir Philip Jennings^ and declared 
that the enormous account of the extraordinaries of the army 
for the year 1778- wais a most alarming circumstance^ and. 
did as materially concern those .wtthoiit the house> as those 
persons who had a seat in Parliament. The nobjle Locdhad 
thought proper to call the people of England the populace, 
coSee-house readers — in a word, any thing but the nlob, 
which was the term, he doubted not, the noble Lord meant to 
have used. He begged tihe noble Lord to consider, thatt]tt>se 
people, so termed coflfee-house readers, were the identical 
persons who paid for the extraordinaries of the army, and 
that therefore they were at least entitled to know how. their 
money was expended. The colonel said that the extraordi-^ 
naries of the year 1778 amoimted to very near 401. a mauk 
throughout the army, and that such an enormous expence 
was incurred in a year remarkable for its ill success; a year 
in which nothing had been done, and in which this country 
had fewer soldiers to maintain in America than she ever had 
before. The noble Lord had said that the expence of the 
extraordinaries of the army had been larger in the course of 
the late war ; he begged to know in what year ? 

liOrd North said, that not expefting any such motion, he had 
not come to the house prepared as to the years, but as well 
9S his memory would serve him on a sudden, he should sup-r 
pose the yejar 1761 or 1762. His Lordship mentioned the 
vast distance of the fi^d of aftion from this country, and that 
he was under the necessity of answering the drafts upon hini 
when they came, as a degree of confidence must be placed by 
government in those who are entrusted with the care of the 
army; He said he could not answer for the specific applica- 
tion of the extraordinaries, but he did not at all doubt they 
were properly applied. He again objefted to printing the 
estimates, but acknowledged that Parliament had a Tight tp 
know how the public money was expended. 
. Colonel Barre urged the impossibility for gentlemen, to in- 
vestigate this account of the extraordinaries properly from the 
paper on the table; that the account itself wasf written on 
thirty-six sheets of paper, and that its contents were extremely 
puzzling, and extremely intricate. He mentioned that he 
had himself, as he interested himself more in matters respefting 
the army than most gentlemen, come down to the house on 
Saturday last (the 20th), with a view to obtain a perusal of 
the paper in question, in order to examine it ; that he could 
aot get a sight of it, the clerks being at that time employed; in 
making, four copies of it for the war-office. That he had, he 

be.* 
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believed) paid it more attention than the iHhiole treastirv put 
toother, but that he had not yet got through it. He there- 
fore again concluded that it ought to be printed, and that the 
motion could not be objefted to (m the]ground of its tending 
to aiiy mischievous consequences. 

Lord Newhaven said, that it was the constant parliamentary 
f>raaice in Ireland, in all matters of estimate and account, 
to print the accounts in question, and when the business came 
Under Parliamentary debate, for each gentleman to hold the 
printed paper in his hand, and check it article by article, ais it 
Was examined. 

The Secretary at War and Lord Beauchamp said a few 
ir6T6s against the motion, and regarding the amoutit of the 
«im expended last year more upon the extraordinaries of the 
army than the year before. 

Colonel Bane took up the Secretary at war respefting a mis- 
take he had made of 200,0001. in his declaration of the differ- 
^ence of the extraordinaries of the army in the years 1777 and 
1778, observing, that if the honourable gentleman had erred 
so grossly in every transadlion of his office, since he had been, 
in itj the public were likely to be considerable sufferers by 
him. 

Mr. Fox said, the only reason which he had heard assigned 
in argument, why the motion ought not to be acceded to-, 
was, that the requisition contained in the motion was new 
and unprecedented. Did the noble Lord recoUeft that the 
war itself was new and unprecedented in its nature, new 
and unprecedented in its conducSl, and new and unprecedented 
in its consequences, as far as they had yet appeared ? Did 
the noble Lord also recollect that his whole conduft in office, 
and that of his colleagues, had been new and unprecedented? 
Did he not see that the means of putting an end to the war 
must also be new and unprecedented ? That it must be by 
some new and unprecedented exertion ; a degree of vigour 
and spirit altogether new and unprecedented, that we c^d 
sdone hope to extricate ourselves from our present alarming 
situation ? Were these times to talk about precedent when 
every- day's experience shewed the necessity of our giving up 
idle forms, of our addpting new measures, and pursuing a 
line o^ condxxQ. altogether unprecedented ? The noble Lord 
refused agreeing to the present motion, because the populace 
and the eoffec-house readers, for so the xKjbleLord had termed 
the whole body of the people of England, ought not in the 
noble Lord's opinion to know any thing about the inuj^ensa 
amount of, the extraordinaries of the army in the yea;* 1778, 

N3 ^ 
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^ year In which we had a less army than before, and a year in 
which it was natorious we had done less th^ in any year 
since the commencement of the American war. The pco^ 
pie of England, as well as those who ha4 a seat in that honse, 
had a material interest in the motion. They had a right tQ 
xjiore information respediiing the expence of the army j they 
had a right to more information respcfting the cqndudl of the 
yrar ; they had a right to more information respefting the ma- 
nagement of their affairs ! It was impossible for them ever to 
have their affairs better managed, unless inquiries into the past 
conduft of ministers were fairly and fully gone into. This wa^ 
the period to begin those enquiries; but ^s they could not be pro- 
secuted without infonpation, that information ought %o be 
grahted, and ministers, if they had any sense of shan^e, shoul4 
blush at their repeatedly shutting up the avenues to enquiry, 
and keeping the public in a state of blindness, as to their own 
business, and what most immediately concerned their xieaFest 
and dearest interests. 

The Speaker put the question, and the house divided ; f oar 
the motion 104, against it 130. 

[The following is an authqitic copy of the cxtriordinztie^ 
of the army, mentioned in the preceding debate.] ^ ■ ! 

^nAccount of Extraordinary Services incurred and paid by theRighi 
Honourable Richard Rigby^ Paymaster Genera/ of his Majesty^ s 
Forces i between the ^Ist of January 1 11 Sand the 1st of February 
\1 19 J and not provided for by Parliament, 

Date of ivaranU* 

il'iS. . ' £. s. d. 

Nov. 5. To T. Harley and H. Drummond, 

Esqrs.infull of a warrantfor 1045701. 5s.7d. 

to be by them applied and invested in the 

purchasing Spj^nish and Portugal coins for 

the use and service of his Majesty's forces 

Serving in NortH America , 
Nov. 18. To. do. for do. service - 

Dec. 21. To do. for do. service - 

Dec. 21. To dp. for do. service 
Dec. 28. To do. for do. service 
1779. \ 

Jan. 4. To do. for do. service - 

To do. for do. service - r 



April 



66920 


12 


Q 


39974 


9 


14 


111306 


19 


11 


50000 








100000 








86690 


n 


2 


80808 


15 


5 


535701. 


1 . 
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177a. 

Apr* 17. To Sir Wi lames, Bt. A. Smitb> W. 
fiaynes and R. AtkiBson, Esqrs. for pro- 
visions dcUvered into his Majesty's stores 
atCorke^ for the use of the forces serving 
iiiT North America - - 

April 30. To do. upon account 
t>ec. 4. To do. for provisions at Quebec - 
Dec 9. Todo.for do. deliveredinto thestore- 
hpuses at Montreal and Quebec, for the use 
of th^ forces serving in Canada 
Dec. 21. Do. for. provisions in store at Corke 
Mar. 11. To J. Henniker, W. MiUs, W. De- 
vaynes, and G. Wombwell, Esqrs. on ac- 
count of their execution of the contra^ for 
delivering provisions at Corke for the use 
of. the forces serving in America 
May 2. Do. for do. service 
Maiy 15. Mess. Wombwell, Henniker and De- 

vaynes, upon account 
June id. Do. for provisions in store at Corke 
June 24. Do. for do. service 

Do. for do. service 
July i8. Do. for do. service 
Aug. 20. Do. for do. service - ^ 

Dec. 4. ToSirG. Wombwell, bart.J.Henniker 
and W. Devaynes, Esqrs. upon account - 
,Do. for provisions in store at Corke 
Do. for do. service 
Do. for do. service 
Dec. 17. Do. for do. service 
Dec. 21. Do. for do. service 
June 19. To J. Aijayand, Esq. for provisions 
in store at Corke, for the use of the forces 
serving in North America 
June 24. Do. for do. service 
Mar. 16. To J. Durand, Esq. on account of his 
contract for delivering provisions into hi& 
Majesty's stores at Corke, for thcuse of the 
forces serving in North A m<*rica 
May 2. Do. for provisions in store at Corke 
May 15. Do; upon account 
July 19. Do. for provisions in store at Corke 
July 30. Doijfor do service 



£^ 



S250 15 7^ 
SOOOO 
1S709 17 6 



5fi056 16 4 
13381 



10517 5 6 
9904 8 6 

12000 
15647 16 10 

8154 10 
128/6 2 6 

5534 14 4 
10844 17 4 

13700 

5507 6 IQ 

4661 8 4 

2503 5 10' 

6485 13 r 

4554 11 



2499 .24 
1078 17 Q 



2Q00 
9G6 6 '2 ' 
6000 
1138 ?, 1 
2238 10 9 
Sept. 



184* 



PARLIAMENTARY A, m^, 



1778. 

Sept. 10. Dq. for do. scrvif^ r 

Do. for do. service - - ' ^ 

Dec. 4. Do. upon acppimt. - - - 
Do. for provijsianfi in..stoPC at Corke 
Do. for 4o. service • - , - 

May 2. To R. Maync, Esq. for provisions dc^ 
livercd into his Majesty's stores at Corke, for 
the use of the forces serving under General 
Howe, in America r - ? 

May 15. Dp. upon account - - 

June 19. Do. for provisions }n stone at Corke 
July 30. Do for do. service 
Aug. 20. Do. for do. service ^ - 

Dec. 4. Do. upon account - 

^ Do. forproyisions delivered in store at Corke 
May 2. A. Bacon, Esq, for provisions deliver- 
. ed into store-houses at Corke, for the use of 
the forces serving under General Howe, in 
America - - - ^ - ^ '• 

May 15. Do. upon account t 

Juljr 17. Do. fpr provisions in store at Corke 
July 19. To A. Bacon, Esq. for provisions de^ 
livered into store-houses at Corke, for the use 
of the forces serving under General Howe, in 
America - - - 

July 30. To do. for do. service - 

Sept. 10. To do. for do. service •• 

3ep. 18. To do. for do. service r- 

bee ^. To dp. upon account - - 

Dec. 9. To do. for provisions in store at Corke 
March23. To A.NesbittDrummqndandMoses 
Franks, Esqrs. on acpount of provisions de-r 
livered in store at Corke - ^ 
May 1 5. To do. upon account 
Jlay 20.^^0 do. for provisions in store at Corke 
June 18. Tp do. foi- dP. service p. 

July 1. To do. for do. service 
July 17. To do. for do. service - 

July 30. To do. for do. service 
August 20. To do, for do. service 
Sept. iO. To do. for do. service 
pec. 4. To do. upon account 

To do. for provisions in store at Corke - 
"^p do. for do. service -? 



7821 8 6 

6277 18 I 

7275 

5288 6 Q 



857 7 2 
6000 Q 
9338 12 5 
5127 13 a 
5620 9 
7275 
6334 9 



3938 
12000 

4782 
2'7457 

1137 

2048 
12689 

5838 
12646 
13700 

'5784 
636 



q 





666 6 9 
6000 Q 
7921 8 e 



1371 11 

3085 4 
5189 13 
7837 11 
7350 



4 
7 
6 
Q 



4763 15 H 



17 5 

Q 

17 11 

12 Q 

17 

2 

10 8 



19 4 

6 

9 O 

2 9 
Dec^ 



£^ 


s. 


d. 


8916 


6 


2 


(5365 


2 
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Dec. 18. To do. for do. service • t 
Dec. 21. To do. for do. service -» 

Mattrh 4. To do. in party for vidhialling some 

of the forces in North America, being 

prisoners amongst the rebels in the province 

pf Pensylv^mia and Virginia, from 26th 

March 1776 to 4th November 1777 - 10000 
]March 23* To do. in full for dp* service, frcnn 

do. to do - ^ ^ - 1261 IB 9 

|Sept. 10. Do. upon account for vidhialling part 

of the forces beiiig prisoners amongst the 

rebels in the province of Pensyl vania, Mary- 
land and Virginia, between 5th January 

1777and24th April 1778 - 8000 

March 16. To Richard Vernon Sadleir, Esq, 

for provisions issued to the forces at Halifax 

and Nova Scotia, between 16th September 

and 13th OAobcr 1777 - 498 7 4 

Aptfil 10. Do. for provisions issued at do. be- 
' tween 1 1th November 1 777 and 5th Janu- 
ary 1778 inclusive -; - . 984 19 8 
June 18. To Richard Vernon Sadleir, Esq. 

for provissions issued to the forces at Hali- 
fax and in Nova Scotia, between 6th Janu- 

a&7 arid 2d March 1778 - - 980 10 7 

July 21. To ditto for provisions issued to the 

forces at Halifax and adjacent commands, 

commencing 24th June and ending 21st 

July 1777, and also the 3d March, and 27th 

April 1778 inchisive - . . 1437 2 11 

Dec. 9. To do. for jwovisions issued to the 

forces in Halifax and Nova Scotia, between 

28th April and 17th Aug. 1778, inclusive 136 2 
March 8. To J. Stephenson, Esq. for pro- 
. visions issued in the garrison of Placentia 

in Newfoundland, between 1st Oft. 1776 

and 30th September 1777 - - 181 8 

T^ d(K for 'provisions issued to the troops at 

Halifax, between 16th July and 9th Sep. 

1777 . - - . - . $266 9 6 

Mas&hiiSi To do. for provisions issued at Hali* 

fax attd adjacent commands, between 8th 

pifa and 24th Nov. 1777 inclusive^ and 
/ foe 
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3693 9 
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for provisions issued in the garrison at St* 
John's Newfoundland, between 30th Sept. 
and 25th November 1777 

To do. for, do. issued to the troops at Hali- 
fax, between 25thNovember and 30th De- 
cember .1777 

May 2. To do. for do. issued to the troops at 
Fort-Cumberland at Halifax, between 24th 
July 1777 and26th December following . 574? 5 

June 9» To do. for do. issued to the troops at 
Halifax, between 31st December 1777 and 
24th February 1778, both inclusive - 2777 18 1 

June 24. To do. for do. issued to the troops 
at do. to24th March 1778, and for do^ de- 
livered at Placentia, between 20th Septcm^- 
ber 1776 and 25th March following - 230 IQ 3 

July 2 1 . To do. for do. issued to the troops, at 
Halifax and adjacent commands in Novs( 
Scotia, commencing 18th June 1777 and 
ending21st April 1778 inclusive - 3785 17 >5 

July 30. To J. Stephenson and J. Blackburn, 
Esqrs. by way of advance upon their con- 
traft for viftualling Nova Scotia - 17500 O Q 

December 4. To do. for provisions issued to 
thie troops at Halifax and adjacent com- 
mands in Nova Scotia, between 20th De- 
cember 1777 and 8th Sept. 1778 inclusive 1 1 347 

Dec. 4. To John Stephenson and John Black- 
burn, Esqrs. for provisions issued to the 
forces at St. John's, Newfoundland, com- 
mencing 12th August and ending 30th 
September 1777 inclusive - 671 18 9 

Dec. 9. Do. issued at Placentia and St. John's 
Newfoundland, between7th Aug. 1778 and 
28th Oft. following, also for a quantity of 
flour condemned at Placentia, having re- . 
mained in store upwards of six months 583 6 

Dec. 21. Do. upon account - 10000 

March 18. To J. Stephenson and J. Black- 
burn, Esqrs. for provisions issued to the 
forces in West-Florida, between 24th Feb. 
and 24th April 1777, and for provisions 
damaged and condemned at Mobile - 1321 7 6 

Do. 
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i)o. for viftualling the forces in do. between 

25th April and 24th June 1777 - - 1236 18 

Do. for viAualling the forces in do. between 
' 25th June and 24th August 1777 ^ - 1?68 II 2 
Do. for victualling the forces in do. between 

25th August and 24th Oftobcr 1777 - |477 11 Q 

ifyj 2. Do. for a loss sustained by issuing the 
article of butter at Pensacolaj between 25th 
June 1775, and 24th June 1777, for vidhial- 
ling the civil branch of ordnance, between 1st 
April and 30th Sept. 1777, and for provi- 
sions condemned at Pensacola in September 898 ? 
/uly 30. Do. for provisions issued to the forces 
at Pensacola, between 95th December 1776 
and 31st December 1777 - . - 1696 14 7 

August 7. Ditto on account ^ .. - 2625 

Do. to complete their advance - ^ 2625 Q 

Do. for provisions iissued to Elias Durnford and 
five men belonging to his boat, and artificers 
yifhialled under his direftion, between 1st 
* June 1776 and 13th August 1777, for pro- 
visions issued to the forces in West-Florida, 
■ between 25th December 1777 and 23d Febn 
ruary 1778> and for provisions condemned 
by long keeping - - r -2131 12 5 

Feb. 25. To KenJer Mason, Esq. surviving 
contraftor for yiftualling the forces in East- 
Florida upon account - - -1815 68 
March 4. Do. upon account - - 2000 
May 1 1. To Kender Mason, Esq. for provisions 
issued to the forces in the garrison of St. 
Augustine to tl^e 24th of June 1777; for 
provisions issued to the said forces from the 
24th of August to the 24th December 1777; 
for provisions issued to the out posts depend- 
ent on the said garrison, between said time, 
and for four days supply due as per report 
ofthe 6th of December 1777 - -5538 1(V 
June 3. To do. for provisions issued to the 
forces in the garrison of St. Augustine, be- 
tween the 25th Dec. 1777 and the 23d of 
Feb. 1778 ; for provisions issued to the out 
postSj^ (Jependent on |he said garrison^ be- 
tween 
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1778.* 
tweenthe said time, and for the provisions 
furnished for three days beyond the 20th of 
Feb. 1 778,thc timeof expiration of qotttj-aa ' 21 74 12 ^l 

July 80. To do. upon account - -15000 t> 6 

1779. 

Tan. 4. To do. for expences in landing pro- 
visions at St. Augustine in Sept. 1778 - 147 8 6 

1778. 

March 16. To J. Durand,,£sq. on account of 

his contraft for viftualling the ceded islands 1 3000 

Do. for two years allowance for freight of 

provisions to the ceded islands - - 2000 

June 19. Do. in part of 78071. 2s. 2d. for vic- 
tualling the ceded islands between the 1st 
of Oa. 1777 and 10th January 1778 - 7000 . 

Do. in part of 10791. 15s. 8d. fqr do. service 1000 a 

Dec. 4. Do. for two years freight of provisions 

in the ceded islands, to the l$t Oft. 1778 1000 



Towards the expences of 

provisions delivered to 

the forces serving in N. 

America, Nova Scotia & 

Newfoilndl. &c. apply the 

sum voted upon estimate 

1778 for that service - 66817 16 3 
Towards the expences of 

provisions delivered to the 

forces serving in the ce- 
ded islands, apply the 

sum voted upon do. - 17684 5 
^owards the expence of 

provisions delivered to 

the foreign troops serv- 
ing in N. America, apply 

the sum voted upon do. 47160 15 3^ 
Also, the sum stopped for 

provisions delivered to 

the said forces between 

the 25th of June 1777 & 

the 24th of June 1778 - 155952 1 4^ 
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287614 15 10 J 
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15 
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1494 


11 


9 
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11371 
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3903 





10 


4786 
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3308 


18 





1469 
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9154 


16 





7781 


16 
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3991 
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9 


1357 


11 
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1596 


14 


5 


3256 
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Feb. 5. To Messrs. Mure, son & Atkinson, for 
the 5th payment of freight to sundry ships 
employed in carrying provisions and stores 
to America, for the use of the forces there - 

To do. for the 6th payment of do. to do. 

To do. for the 7th payment of do. to do. 

To do. for the final payment of do. to. do. - 

Feb. 26. To do. for the final payment of do. to do. 

March6; To do. for tlie 4th payment of freight 
to sundry provision transports 

To do. for the 5th payment of do. to do. 

To do. for the 6th payment of do. to do. 

To do. for the final payment of do. to do. 

March 2[3. To do. for do. service 

April2. To do. forthe 4th payment of do. to do. 

Xo dp. for the 6th payment of do. to do. 

. To do. for the 7th payment of do. to do. 

To do for the final payment of do. to do. 

4^pril 15. To do. for do. service 

To Messrs. Dunlop and Wilson fpr the freight 
of the sloop Fincastle, employed in Vir- 
ginia from the 30th of July 1776 to the 
14th of June 1777 - - - 597. 7 

April 30. To Messrs. Mure, son and Atkinson, 
for the 6th payment of freight to sundry 
ships employed in carrying provisions and 
stores toAmerica, for the use of the forces there 11470 15 \ 

To do. for the 7th payment of do. to do. - 2403 S' 

May 21. To do. for the final payment of do. to do. 4916 11 1 

May 28. To do. for three months advanced 

freight to sundry vi^uallers and store ships 40167 7 1 

June 1 3. To do. for the 6th payment of freight 
to sundry ships employed in carrying provi- 
sions and stores to America, for the use of 
the forces there - - - - 

To do. for the 7th payment of do. to do. 

To do. for the 8th payment of do. to do. 

To do, for the final payment of do. to do. - 

June 25. To do. for do. service 

July 8. To do. for the 5th payment of do to do. 

To do. for the 6th payment of do. to do. 

To do. for the 7th payment of do. to do. 

To do. for the final payment of do. to do. . - 



2585 


14 


3 


1125 


7 


7 


456 


15 





16732 


5 


8 


16189 


9 





4386 
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1901 


17 
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1283 


19 
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7168 
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1 
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To do. for two months advanced freight to 
sundry ships employed in carrying oats to N, 
America, for the service of the army there 4344 12 1 

Aug. 7. To Messrs. Mure, son and Atkinson, 
for two months advance freight to sundry 
ships employed in carrying stores and pro*- 
visions to North America, for the service of 
the army there - - - * 2154 12 10 

Do. for the 5th payment of freight to sundry 

provision transports ' - - -153 177 

Do. for the 7th payment of do. to do. - 304a 16 1 

Do. for the 8th payment of do. to do. - 833 11 4 

Aug. 31. Do. for two months advanced freight 
to sundry provision transports employed in 
carrying provisions and oats to America 1780 14 4f 

Do. for the iinal payment of freight to sun- 
dry do. employed in do. service - - 4088 19 3 

Sep. 2. Do. for the 7th payment of freight 
to sundry provision transports - 

Do. for the 8th payment of do. to do. 

Sep. 10. Do. for two months advanced freight 
to sundry do. employed in carrying provi- 
sions and oats to America 

Oft. 21. Do. for do. service - 

Do. for the 7th payment of do. to do. 

Do. for the 8th payment of do. to do. 

Do. for the 9th payment of do: to do. 

Nov. 5. Do for the 6th payment of do* to do. 

Do. for the 7th payment of do. to do. 

Do. for the 8th payment of do. to do. 

Nov. 18. Do.for advanced freight to sundryships 4507 16 

Do. for the final payment of freight to the 
ship Prince of Wales 

Dec. 1 8. Do. for two months advanced freight 
to sundry ships - - - ' 

Do.for the 6th payment of freight to sundry do. 

Do. for the 8th payment of do. to do. 

Do. for the 9th payment of do. to do. 

Do. for the final payrnent of do. to do. 

1777. 

Jan. 12. Do. for freight of sundry do. 

Do. for do. « - • 
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1778. £* 

July 24. To Messrs. Mare, son and Atkinson, 
for the armament of transports employed 
in carrying provisions to America, and for 
provisions and accommodations on bd. them 

Aug. 7. Do. for do. service 

Do. for do. service . - - 

Oft. 21. Do. for do. service 

Do. for do. service % - ^ - 

1779. 

Jan. 12. Do. for do. service *• 



1778. 

Feb. 26. To Messrs. Mure, son and Atkinson, 
for the value of sundry ships taken in con- 
veying provisions to America 

April 28. To Peter Perchard, merchant, for 
the hire of the snow Friends at Quebec, 
from 20th June 1777 to 7th Oft. following 

May^l5. To R. Littleworth, for the detention 
of the ship Gen. Thomas, from 11th Nov. 

1775 to 14th May 1776 

June 5. To W. Grichie, for expences of the 
Lady William schooner, employed in 
South Carolina in the year 1775 - 

June 13. To John Ingram, merchant, for John 
Goodrick and co. for the hire of the Fanny 
schooner, in Virginia, from 22d Dec. 1775 
to 30th May 1776, and for the hire of the 
sloop Lord Howe in do. from 13th Feb. 

1776 to 16th April following . - 

To do. for the value of the Fanny schooner, 
taken by the rebels in Virginia, on 30th 
May 1776 . - . . 

June 25. To Messrs. Mure, son and Atkinson, 
for the value of the ship Elizabeth, taken by 
the rebels - - - . 

Julv 2. To Messrs. A. Lopez Fernandez & co. 
for the hire of the brigantine Rebecca,from 
2d J2m»-1776 to 4th August following 

To Messrs. Robinson and Bowman, for the 
hire and value of the sloops Betsy and Li- 

. bcrty, employed in Virginia 
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16 
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6906 17 6 



408 9 a 



460 4 8 



794 18 7 



405 7 10 



780 



2490 2 8 



138 7 7 



977 12 1 
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July 8. To Messrs. Gervaice and Scbatlcr, for 
the detention of the brigantine Lovely 
Kitty at Quebec, from 30th Nov. 1775 to 
14th May 1776 - - - . 407*17 S 

July SI. To Messrs. Allen, Marlar and co. in 
full for the hire of the ship Lord Dunlacc, 
employed in Virginia, from 12th May 
1776 to 7th Nov. following - - 252 4 ^ 

Aug. 7. To Messrs. Mure, son and Atkinson, 
for the value of the ship Mary and Francis, 
which was burnt by a rebel privateer on ^ 
the coast of Nova Scotia - - 3034 4 10 

To Henry Gouch, for the value of the bri- 
gantine John and Elizabeth, destroyed by 
the rebels at the siege of Quebec, in the 
month of Dec. 1775 - ' - - 800 

Aug. 13. To Messrs. John Metteux and co. - 

for the use of H. M'Aliston and J. Robert- 

. son, for the hire of the sloop John, employ- 
ed and burnt in Virginia on 1 6th May 1 776 265 

Nov. 5. To Messrs. Mure, son and Atkinson, 
for the value of the ship North Star, em- 
ployed in carrying oats to N. America, 
which has been taken by the rebels - 1015 

Nov. 18. To do, for value of the ship Nancy, 

taken by do. whilst employed in do. service 1522 10 

To T. Burfoot, Esq. for nine days detention of 
the ship Hellespont at New York - 



May 28. To J. Nutt, merchant, for 18 bar- 
rels of rice, taken or destroyed at Savanna 
in Georgia - • - - 

June 13. To Messrs. Mure, son and Atkin- 
son, for the time and maintenance of extia 
seamen put on board sundry ships, employ- 
ed in carrying provisions and stores for the 
use of the fore js in N. America - 

June 25. To do. for do service 

July 8. To do. for do. service 
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1778. ' • 

July 24. To do. for do. service 
Aug. 7. To do. for dp. service 
Aug. 31. To do. for do. service 
Oft. 21. To do. for do. service 
Nov. 5. To do. for do. service 
Nov. 30. To do. for do. service 
Uec. 18. Do, for do. service * 

1779. 
Jan. 12» Do. for do. service * 



1778. 

Feb. 19. To Messrs. Mui^, son and Atkinson, 

for a quantity of rum delivered in America 60000 

June 24. To John Blackburn, Esq. for 10129 
gallons of Antigua rum, for the use of the 
forces in do. - - - - 1519 7 

Septi 28. To- Messrs. Mure, son and Atkinson, 
inpart of payment for 233434 gallons of rum 
delivered for the use of the forces in do. 41500 
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Mar. 27. To A. Nesbit, A. Dnunmond and M. 
Franks, Esq. in discharge of a balance due to 
them for oats and split peas shipped for Bos- 
ton for the use of the army in America - 1926 17 6 

Mar. 31. To A. Bacon, Esq. for sundry cargoes 
of coals shipped for North America for the 
use of the forces there - - - 3844 17 8 

April 15. To Thpmr.s Harley, Esq. for blatikets 
and watch-coats provided for the servi<ic of . 
the forces in North America - 9662 12 3 

April 30. To J. Trotter, Esq. for hospital bed- 
ding and divers utensils for the forces at New- 
York . - . . 5254 8 10 

May 11. Do. for do.' foi* the use of the hospital 

at Halifax - - - 1322 11 

To Edward Lewis, Esq. for a balance due to him 
for remitting money to the forces in West 
Florida, from 25th Aug. 1775, to 24th Dec. 
1777 - . ... 764 8 6 

May 21. To Messrs. Mure, son and Atkinson, 

VOL. XI. . O tnerchants, 
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1778. 
merchants, for damages and costs recover- 
ed against them for demurrage of the ship 
Earl of SufFolk 

May 21. To Messrs. Adair and Bullock, to 
be paid over to the wives or attomies of 
sundry artificers employed in Canada for 
3 months from 10th March last 

May 28. To A. Bacon, Esq. for coals sent to 
Americafor the servite of the troops there 

To do. fqr do. service 

June 13. To do. for do. service 

To do. fordo, service - - - 

June 3. To Messrs. Adair and Bullock, to be 
paid over to the wives or attomies of sun- 
dry artificers employed in Canada for 
3 months, from 10th June 1778 

June 25. To A. Bacon, Esq. for coals sent to 
America for the use of the troops there 

July 8. To Messrs. Mure, son and Atkinson, 
for vinegar sent to America for the use of 
the troops there - - - 

July 23. To Sir H. Clinton, for an equipage, 
as commander in chief in America 

July 24-. To A. Bacon, Esq. for coals sent to 
America for the use of the troops there 

To J. Graham, Esq. for so much advanced 
by him for pay and subsistence of a troop 
of rangers in the province of Georgia in 
the year 1775 

Aug. 31. To R. Gilmour, for the value of a 
printing-press taken for the service of 
government ^t New-York 

To Messrs. Mure, son & Atkinson, for oats 
sent to America for the use of the forces 

Sept. 2. Do for do. service 

06t. 2 1 . Do. for do. service 

Oft. 9. To Francis Legge, Esq. governor of 
Nova Scotia, to re-imburse him sundry 
expences incurred in that province - 

Oft. 21. To Messrs. Mure, son and Atkinson, 
for cannon and stores shiped for Corke, to 
be employed in completing the armament 
of victuallers there .- - 
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debates: 



^d^ 

d. 



1778. £. s. 

Oft. 27. To A. Bacon> Esq. for coals sent to 

America for the troops there - 805 16 

Dec. 24. To Sir Guy Carleton for an equipage, 

as major-general in Canada - , 500 6 

Dec. 3 1 . To Col. H. Gordon, for balance of his 

account as engineer in North America 977 4» 

1779. 

Jan. 7. To R. Adair, Esq. being the balance of 
his contingent disbursements for the sick of 
the army in North America to June 1777 ll3 14 7 

Jan. 12. To Messrs. Mure, son arid Atkinsbn, 

for oats sent to America for the forces there 3896 4 9 

Do, for candles sent to do. - - 1737 12 4 

Do. for gun-powder, shot and stores shipped 
for Canada, to be there applied for the arma- 
ment of ships - - - 1485 4 9 



88915 11 2' 



1778. 

Apr. 15. To W. Knox, Esq. foi* providing pre- 
sents for Indians bordering on the colonies in 
' North America - - - - 14167 

Aug. 31. Do. for do. service - - 6975 

Dec 9. Do. for do. service - - 4766 5 



Mar. 31. To the Landgrave of Hesse Cassel,- 
for levy-money for 1067 recruits furnished 
by him in the year 1777 

To the Hereditary Prince of Hesse Cassel, in 
full for ditto for lOi recruits furnished by 
him do. year - - - 

June 5. Do. to complete levy-money for 63 
additional chasseurs in the year 1777 

July 34. To the Prince of Waldeck, for levy- 
money for 88 recruits to the regiment of 
Waldeck in the year 1777 

Do. for do. for 139 do. to do. in the year 1778 

To the Landgrave of Hesse Cassdl, for levy- 
money for 270 recruits for his troops 

To the Hereditary Prince of Hesse Cassel, for 
do. for 224 do. for the Hanau troops 



4 

2 



25908 5 6 



i 



02 



3702 8 \i 

229 1 10 
474 10 3 

635 • 5 
1003 8 li 

1949 1 3 

1617 

— • — • 

961Q 14 7 



1^6 PARLIAMENTARY 

1778. £. s. d. 
Feb. &. To bi^Is of excjiange 

drawn by Sir Guy Carleton 

for public services - 84?4fl 5 

June %5. Do. for do. service • 175 

Oft. 12. Do. for do. service 10300 a 
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18916 5 O 



3000 



8523 





8 7 



Oft. 12. To bills of exchange 
. drawn by PVed. Haldim^nd, 

Esq. for public services 11000 

1779, 
Jan. 18. Do. for d^o. service . .241 111 

1778, 12^1 1 11 

June 25. To bills of exchange 

drawn by P. CalbeckxEsq. tor 

public services - 2740 10 

1779. 
Jan. 18. Do. for do. service 400 . 

1778. 3140 10 ,0* 

Oft. 12. To bills of exchange 

drawn by Patrick Tonyp^ 

Esq. for public services. 
1779, 
Jan. 18. Do. for do. service 

1778. 11523 8 7- 

Feb. 9. To bills of exchange 

drawn by W. Tryon, Esq. 

for public services 3000 

June 25. Do. for do. ser^vice 3000 
Oft. 12. Do. for do. service 1000 

17'79. 
Jan. 18. Do. for do. service 1500 

1778. •: 

Feb. 9. To bills of exchange 

drawn by R. CJordon,^ Esq. 

for public services 2000 

June 25. Do. for do. service 5000 
Oft. 12, Do. for do. service 3000 
1779. 

Jan. 18. Do. for do. service 
1778. 
Feb. 9. To bills of exchange 

drawn by W. Fawcitt, Esq. 

for public services - 500 

June 25. Jbo. for do. service 7346 12 

— -~— 7846 12 
18^. 



8500 a a 



4000 



1400 
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679 
100 



J 778-. 
Feb. 9. To bills of exchange 

drawn by Andre wRainsford, 

Esq. for public services 
Oft. 12. Do. for dd. service 
1779. 

Jan. 18. Do. for do. service 
1778. 
Feb. 9. To bills of exchange 

drawn by John Stewart, Esq 

for public services 
June 25. Do., for do. service 
O^ 12. Do. for do. service 
1779^ 

jah. 1 8. Do. for do service 1 8076 
1778. 



s. 



4 




d. 








d. 



66S 10 5 



15974 14 10 
17114 11 



12070 18 5 



3 4 



Oft. 12. Toabillof exchangedrawnbyMount- 
ford Brown, Esq. for public services 

1778. 

Mar. 3 1 . To Ld. Wm. Camp- 
bell, to enable him to pay 
bills of exchange drawn by 
St. Augtrstine foi" pabBc ser- 
vices 

May 21. Do. for do. service 

June 13. Do. for do. service 

July 24. Do. for do. service 

1779. 

Jan. 27. To Geo. Ramus, gent, to 
pay bilb of exchange drawn 

OS 



290 


IQ 


4 


2S4 


8 


3 


406 


2 


6 


U7e 


2 


6 



1442 14 6 



n 



Feb. 9. To bills of exchange 

drawn by Josiah Martin, 

Esq. for public services 1007 7 0\ 
Oft. 12. Do. for do. service. 1200 
1779. 
Jan. 18. Do. for do. service 700 

1778. 

Feb. 9. To bills of exchange 

drawn by Peter Chester, " 

Esq. for public services 250 

June 25. Do. for do. service 1722 7 3 
Oft. 12. Do. for do. service 1949 18 ' 
1779. 

Jati. 18. Do. for do. service 1250 
1778, 



63306 8 2t 



2907 7 Oi 



5172 * 3 



650 
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on the late Lord William 

Campbell - 566 6 

1778. 2673 9 7 

July 8. To Capt. Scott and Messrs. Qlacke, 

to satisfy bills of exchange drawn by Gen. 

Murray fqr public services at Minorca 2528 O 3 

Aug. 5. To Robert Knox, Esq. to pay bills 

of exchange drawn on him for the sub-. 

sistence of a corps of rangers in the pro- 
vince of East Florida 2365 5 iO 
Do. to pay do. drawn for the support of 

refugees in the said prqvince 1 197 O 



147^10 7 2\ 



T*eb. 26. To bills of exchange drawn by Ge- 
neral Elliot, governor of Gibraltar, for 
public services there r 1769 IS 7 

Aug. 12. Do. for do. service - 1311 8" S 



3081 6 IQ 



F^b. 9. To l^ills of exchange 

drawn by Lord Macartney 

for public services 2000 

June 25. Do. for do. service 2850 
Oft. 12. Do. for do. service 2900 
1779. 
Jan. 18. Do. for do. service 5550 

1778. -— *-- 13300 

F^b. 9. To bills of exchange 

drawn byThos . Shirley, Esq. 

for public services 400 

June 25. Do. for do. service 1281 10 
Oft. 12. Do. for do. service 4368 
1779. 
Jan. 18. Do. for do. service 7500 15 10 

1778. ^ 13550 5 10 

June 25. To bills of exchange 

drawn by John Dalling, Esq. 

for public services 1049 18 1^ 

Oft. 12. Do. for do. service 1000 
1779. 
Jan. 18. Do. for do. service 633 16 3 

-T^ 2693 14 4.4 
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A. I77d. ' DEBATES. 

1778. 

Feb. 9. To do. drawn by Daniel Claus, Esq. 

for public services - - 

June 25. To do. drawn by Edward Hay, Esq. 

for public services 
Oft. 12. To do. drawn by James Murray, 

. Esq. for public services 
To do. drawn by John Arbuthnot, Esq. for 

public services 
1779. 
Jan. 18. To do. drawn by John Clarke, Esq. 

for public services 



1778. 

Feb. 18. To Zachary Philip Fonnereau, Esq. 
and Sir Merrick Burrell, Bart, for viftual- 
ling the forces in the garrison of Gibraltar, 
between the 7th July 1777, and 26th Oft. 
following, inclusive - - 10986 6 

Mar. 4. Do. for insurance on provisions issu- 
ed to thegarrison of Gibraltar between 30th 
Sept. 1776, and 28th Sept. 1777, inclusive 1607 8 9 

Mar. 16. Do. for viftualling the forces in 
do. between the 27th Oft. and 21st Dec. 
1777, inclusive - - 5481 12 

Mar. 27. Do. upon account - - 7000 

May 29. Do. for viftualling the forces in do. 

between 22dDec. 1777, and 15th Feb. 1778 5540 18 

June 3. Do. for viftualling the forces in do. be- 
tween Feb. 16, and Mar. 15, 1778, inclus. 2741 7 6 

June 24. Do. for viftualling the forces in do. 

between the 16thMar. and 12th Apr. 1778. 2747 3 

July 21. Do. for viftualling the forces in do. 
between 13th April and 10th May 1778, 
both inclusive - - - 2765 15 

Nov. 5. To the representatives of Z. P. Fon- 
nereau, Esq. and Sir M. Burrel, Bart, for 
viftualling the forces in do. between 11th 
May and 5th July 1778, inclusive 5511 12 6 

Dec. 31. Do. for bills drawn on them by or- 
der of Governor Elliot, for fresh provi- 
sions for Gibraltar - ^ 700 

Dec. 28. Do. for do service - - 600 

1779. 

7an. IS. Do. for do. service - - ^^^' ^ ^ 

4^ ^^V 
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1778. ^ £' s. d. 

Aug. 7. To Sir G.Woombwell, Bt. in advance 

on his contraft for viftualling Gibraltar 10500 O 
1779. 
Jan. 15. Ditto upon account - - 10500 



Towards the expence of provi- 
sions delivered to the British 
regiments at Gibraltar, ap- 
ply the sum voted upon esti- * 
mate 1778, for that service 11680 

Also the sum voted upon esti- 
mate, 1778, for the foreign 
troops in that garrison ' 9364 17 1 



67182 2 9 



t 21044 17 1 

46137 5 S 

1778.* -. . — 

July 15. To Stmliel Smith, Esq. to reimburse 
Mr. Joseph Wall the like sum, expended 
by him for the payment of the troops at 
Senegambia - - - 979 15 9 

To do. for victualling the forces in Senegam- 
bia, between July 1, I776,and April 7j 1777 40030 

Dec. 1. Do. for vi6lualling the forces in do. 459 

Dec. 18. Do. for vidiualling the forces in do, 
between 1st July and 30th Sept. 1777, in- 
clusive - - - 1275 5 S 



14 
6 



9t 
1 



42745 , 2 
Towards the expcnce of provisions delivered 
to the corps in Africa, apply the sum vote J 
upon estimate, 1778, for that service 2321 14 10 



St 



1778. 

April 14. To Thomas Harley, Esq. on ac- 
count, for provisions sent for the supply of 
the garrison of Minorca 

May 20. Do. for do. service 

June 3. Do. for do. service 

July 13. Do. for do. service 

Aug. 7. Do. for do. service 

Z>ec. 24f. Do. for do. service 



40423 7 Si 



6000 
1734 
1353 
4600 
1054 
10000 
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1778. £. s. d. 
August 7. To H. Buddy Gent, for sundry 

provisions lodged in store-houses on the 

Island of Guernsey - 1255 4 2 

Dec. 4. Do, for do. service - 1255 4 2 



2510 8 4 



May 20. To Simon Fraser, Esq. by way of ■ 

advance on his coctracSt for supplying 

bread, forage, wood and straw, to the 

forces encamped in the summer 1778 30000 -0 

Oft 9^ Do. on furtl^er advance - 15000 



45006 , 



Jan. 22. To Maj. Gen. Skene, for sundry 

^xpences incurred by him in the embark- 
ation of the troops at Greenock, in con- 
sequence of his attendance on that service 891 2 8}- 

Feb. 10. Do. for 46 years allowance, for re- 
pairing roads and bridges in North-Britain 500 

March 20. To Sir J. Inglis, Bart, and T- 
Dundas, Esq. executor to the late Colonel 
Masterton, for oatmeal, firing, candles, 
&G. furnished to the forces at Fort-Wil- 
liam, Castle-Duart, Fort- Augustus, Fort- 
George, and the barracks at Bemera, In- 
versnaid, Corgaff and Braemar, and the 
out-port stations in their neighbourhood, s 
from 1st January to 31st December fol- 
' lowing, both inclusive - - - 2638 16 7 

To the Duke of Argyll for the like sum ex- 
pended by him on divers occasions, for the 
good of the service in North-Britain - 300 

April 1. To Wm. Simpson, Esq. for a bill of 
exchange, drawn by him as cashier of the ^ 
royal bank of Scotland - - 479 17 9 



4,809 17 Oi 



Jan. 30. To Col. Whynyard for providing 

quarters, coals and candles for the officers 

of the 1st battalion of the 3d regiment of 

foot-guards doing duty in the Tower - 404 10 
To Lieut. Gov. Wjemyss, for coals, candles, 

&c. for the forces in Edinburgh-castle, 
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1778. £. s. d. 

from 1st Oftoberto 31st December 1777 215 12 6 
To Lieut. Gov. Singleton, for do. for the 

forces in Laiidguard-Fort, from 25t:h June ' 

1777 to 24th December following - 103 19 4 

To Joshua Darweh, for do. for the use of 

the forces at Tynmouth barracks - 177 5 S^- 

Feb. 9. To And. Clinton, Esq. for do. for the 

troops in the citadel of Plymouth aod St. 

Nicholas Island, to 24th December 1777 94 6 5 

Feb. 21. To E. B. De la Fontaine, Esq. for 

the forces in the Savoy barracks, from 26th 

June 1777 to 24'th Dec. following - 239 16 3 

March 20. To Andrew Clinton, Esq. upon 

account, to enable him to provide do. for 

the forces in Plymouth dock - - 500 O 

April 7. To Lieut. Gov. Corbett, for coals for 

four companies of invalids, doing duty in . 

the Isle of Jersey, for one year from Lady^- 

day 1778 - - - - - 275 11 6 

To do. for candles provided for do. - 27 4 6 

April 30. To Capt. George Brisac, for coals, 

candles, &c. furnished by him to the forces 

quartered in Chatham barracks from 5th 

Oiftober 1777 to 5th April 1778 - 1275 3 4 

July 13. To T. Best, Esq. for coals, candles^ 

&c. for troops quartered in Dover-castle, 

from 25th June 1777 to 24th June 1778 818 6 2^ 
July 20. To Andrew Clinton, Esq. for do. 

for the troops in the citadel of Plymouth 

and St. Nicholas island, from 25th De- 
cember 1777 to 24th June 1778 - 410 14 2 
To Lt. Gov. Wemyss, for do. for the forces 

in Edinburgh castle, from 1st Jan. 1778 

to 31st March following, both inclusive 253 5 6 

August 17. Do. fordo, from 1st April 1778 

to 30th June following, both inclusive - 191 3 
To E. B. De la Fontaine, Esq. for supplying 

additional companies and recruits in the 

Savoy barracks, with do. between 24th 

Dec. 1777 and 25th June 1778. - 194 5 7 

Aug. 50. To Lt. Gov. Singleton, for do. for 

forces in Landguard Fort, from 25th Dec. 

1777 to 24th June 1778, both inclusive 108 3 11 

To Lkut, Gov. Corbett, for coals, for five 

tom^auies 



A. 1779. DEBATES. MS 

1778- £' s. d. 

companies of Lord M^Leod's regiment of ' 
foot doing duty at Jersey, from 6th June 
1778 to 25th March 1779. - - 364 2 6 

Oft. 30. To Lt. Gov. Wemyssjfor coals, can- 
dles, &c. for the forces in Edinburgh cas- 
tle, from 1st July 1778 to the 30th Sep- 
tember following' - - - 194«170 

To Capt. Geo. Brisac, for do. for the forcea 
in Chatham barracks, from 5th April 1778 
to 5th dftober following - - 1391 14 

1779. 

Jan. 13. To Andrew Clinton, Esq. upon ac- 
count, to enable him to provide do. for the 
forces in Plymouth dock - - - 500 

Jan. 25. Do. for do. for the troops quartered 
in Plymouth citadel and St. Nicholas Island, 
to 24th December 1778 - - - 81 10 



7821 11 Oi 



1778. 

Feb. 28. To the Earl of Panmure, for grass 
money for the 2d regiment of dragoons in 
the summer 1777 - - - - 165 2 

May 11. To Sir J. Mordaunt, for do. for the 

10th regiment of do. in the summer 1776 355 13 6 

Do. for do. in the summer 1777 - - 126 5 

To General Elliot, for do. for the 15th regi- 
ment of do. in do. summer - - 734 4 

Do. for extra feeding of his regiment of do. 

in the year 1777 ., - - . 300 



1681 4 6 



1777. ^ 

Dec. 31. To Frederick Wm. Hecht, for 181 
days pay as assistant commissary in America, 
from 2d November 1776 to 2d May 1777 181 

1778. 

Jan. 30. Major General Morrison, for 118 
days additional pay as quarter-master-ge- 
neral, from 29th August 1777 to 24th 
December following - - 118 

Jan. 31. To J. Fenton, Esq. for 184 days pay 
as captain of William and Mary castle, from 
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6th July 1777, to 5th January 1778 - 184 

Feb. 9. lo Colonel Gabriel Christie, for 507 
days pay^ as quarter-master-general in Cana- 
da, from 14th March 1776, to 2d Aug. 1777 507 

Feb. 14. To Lieutenant-colonel Townshend, 
for 183 days pay, as superintendant of the re- 
cruiting service, to 24tfi December 1777 -274 10 

Feb. 21. To James Napier, Esq. for 183 days 
pay, as superintendant general of hospitals in 
North America, to do. - - - 549 O 

Feb. 26. To William Hecht, Gent, for 184 days 
pay, as assistant commissary in America, from 
Sd May, to 2d November 1777 - -T84 O 

To Robert Gordon, Esq. for 92 days pay, as 
commissary at Corke, from 22d November 
1777, to 21st January 1778 - - 92 O 

Feb. ^%. To Major General Fawcitt, for 92 * 
days pay, as commissary in Germany, from 
3d November 1777, to 2d February 1778 - 460 O 

March 6. To Jonathan Clarke, Gent, for 565 
days pay, as assistant commissary in Canada, 
from 30th March 1776, to 30th March 1 777 365 O O 

March 12. To Fleetwood Parkhurst, Esq. for 
92 days pay, as deputy commissary in Canada, 
from21stAugii8t to 20th November 1777 -138 O 

March 20. To Captain Richard Bailey, for 365 
days pay, for suf)erintending the embarkation 
of parties, horses, stores, &c. for the armies in 
North America, from 11th March 1777, to 
10th March 1778, both included - - 182 IQ . O 

March 30. To Major General Haldimand, for 
^^^ days pay, as inspeftor general of the 
forces in the West-Indies, from 25th Dccem- 
, ber 1776, to 19th September 1777 - - 672 10 a 

March 31. To James Christie, Gent, for 365 
days pay, as assistant conmiissary in America, 
from 2d April 1776, to and for 2d April 1777 365 O 

April 1. To J. Morrison, Esq. for 91 days pay 
as deputy commissary in da. from 25th Sept. 
to 24th December, 1777, both included - 136 XO O 

To Major General Rainsford, for 60 days pay 
as commissary for mustering foreign troops^ 

from 



A. 1779. DEBATE Si' 2oA 

1778. £. s. J, 

from 1st November 1777j to 31st December 
following - - - ^ • - 180 

April 28. To J. Clarke, Gent, for 184 days pay 
as assistant commissary in America, from 31st 
March 1777, to 30th September following, 
both included - - - -184* 00 

To P. Paumier, Esq. for 183 days pay as deputy 
commissary in do. from 3d April 1777, to 2d 
06L following, both included - - 274 lO 

April 30. ToCapt. A. Eraser, for 1777 days pay, 
as deputy commissary at Dunkirk, from llth 
Oa. 1777, to 5tli April 1778, both included - 265 10 

May 5. To Lieut. R. Simonton, for 227 days 

' allowance as agent to the transports in Vir- 
ginia, and as captain and commander of the 
armed sloop Dunmore, from 21st December 
•1775, to 4th August 1776. - . - US 10 

May 11. To Sir J. Napier, for 91 days pay, as 
superintendant general of hospitals in North 
America, from 25th December 1777, to 25th 
March 1778 - - . - - 273 O 

To Col. W. Roy, for 182 days pay, for super- 
intending stores sent to America, from 14th 
Oft. 1777, to 13th April 1778, both in- 
cluded - - - - - 364 

•May 12. To Major General Fawcitt, for 89 days 
pay, as commissary in Germany, from 3d 
Feb. to 2d May 1778, both included - 445 

May 15. To D. Wier, Esq. for 365 days pay, as 
superintendant and dircftor of forage, prqvi- 
sions,&c. in N. America, from 1st Feb. 1777, 
to 1st Feb. 1778 - - - - 730 Q O 

May 21. To G. Townshend, Gent, for 184 
days pay, as assistant commissary in America, 
from 4th May 1777, to 3d Nov. following, 
both included - - - _ 184 Q » O 

To R, Gordon, Esq. for 89 days pay, as com- 
. missary at Cork, from 22d Feb. to 21st May, 
1778, both included - - - 89 Q ^ 

To John Mort-ison, Esq> for 90 days pay^, as de- 
puty cpxijmissary in America, from 25th Dec. 
1777, to 24th March 1778, both included - 13.5 

To. J[. Clarke, Gent, for 181 days pay, as as- 
sistant 



566 pARLlAMENTAllt- A. 1779- 

.1778. £. s. d. 

sistant commissary in do. from 1st Oft. I777j 
to 30th March 1778, both included - 181 , O 

June 13. To Peter Paumier, Esq. for 182 days 
pay, as deputy commissary, in do, from 3d. 
Oa. 1777, to 2d April 1778 ^ - 273 O 

June 17. To Mr. Vincent Wood, for 541 days 
pay, as surgeon to the hospital in Canada, 
from 1st Jan. 1776, to 24th June l777, 
. both included ^ - - - 270 10 O 

June 18. To Williaiii Butler, Gent, for 36^ 
days pay, as assistant commissary in N. Ame- 
rica, from 1st Nov. 1776, to 1st Nov. 1777 - 365 O 
. July 13. To Major H. Lord, for 365 days pay, 
as commandant at the lUenois, from 25th 
Dec. 1 774, to 24th Dec. 1775, both included 13617 6 

July 31. To Capt. J. Cleve Pleydell, for 785 
days allowance, for assisting in completing 
a plan of North Britain, from 1st May 
1776, to 24th June 1778, both included - 392 10 O 

Aug. 12. To Major Gen. Fawcitt, for 92 days 
p^y, as commissary in Germany, from 3d 
May, to 2d August 1778, both included - 460 Of 

Aug. 31. To R. Gordon, Esq. for 92 days pay, 
as commissary at Cork, frdm 22d May 1778, 
to 21st Aug. following, both included - 92 O 

To sundry general officers for an allowance for 

reviewing the militia - - - 3800 

To Col. Burgoyne, for 181 days pay, as com- 
missary for mustering foreign troops in Ame- 
rica, from 28th January 1778, to 28th July 
following - - - - - 362 O 

To Lieut. Col. Townshendj, for the pay of sun- 
dry officers, employed in carrying on the 
recruiting service - - - -33 348 

To John Fenton, Esq. for 181 days pay, as cap- 
tain and commander of William and Mary 
Castle, from 6th Jan. to 5th July 1778, both 
included - - - - -18130 

Sept. 3. To G. Brindley, Esq. for 182 days pay, 
as deputy commissary in America, from 4th 
Oa. 1777, to 3d April 1778, both included 273 

To R. Johnson, Esq. for 365 days pay, as as- 
sistant 
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sistant commissary in do. from 20th June» 
1777, to 20th June 1778 - - - 365 

Sept. n. To Messrs. Ross and Gray, for the 
pay of eleven surgeons mates for the first bat- 
talion 6oth regiment of foot, stationed at Ja- 
maica, from 25th June 1777, to 24th Dec. 
following, both included - - - 292 18 10 

To do. for the pay of do. from 25th Dec. 1777, 

tb24th June 1778, both included - - 277 8 

Sept. 22. To N. Day, Esq. for 287 days pay,' 
as commissary in Canada, from 21st Sept. 
1777, to 4th July 1778, both included - 574 

Oft. 20. To sundry general and staff-officers in 
North America, for the respeftive periods 
therein mentioned - - - 9039 3 

To sundry officers of the hospital in do. - 3343 5 

Oft. 27. To F. R. Clarke, Esq. for 2 years pay 
as superintendant of provision train in Ame- 
rica, from 1st June 1776, to 1st June 1778 -' 730 

Oft. 31. To James Christie, Gent, as assistant 
commissary in North America, for 365 days 
pay, from 3d April 1777, to 2d April 1778, 
both included * - - - - 365 O 

To do. for 133 days pay, as do. from 3d April 

to 13th August 1778, both included - 133 

To F. Parkhurst,.Esq. for 181 days pay, as de- 
puty commissary in Canada, from 21st Nov. 
1777 to 20th May 1778 - - - 271 10 

Nov. 5. To James Porteus, Gent, for 2 years 
pay, as assistant commissary in America, from 
1st April 1776, to 1st April 1778 - 730 

Nov. 19.To Major General Fawcitt, for 92 days 
pay, as commissary in Germany, from 3d 
August to 2d November 1 778, both included 460 . 

To John Drummond, Esq. for 182 days pay, 
as deputy commissary in Canada, from 2d 
Oft. 1777, to 1st April 1778 - - 273 . 

Dec. 7. To Robert Gordon, Esq. for 92 days 
pay, as commissary at Corke, from 22d Au- 
gust, to 21st November 1778, both included 92 

To James Farquarson, Gent, for 2 years pay, 
as commissary in Canada, from 18th Septem- 
ber 1776, to 18th September 1778 - 730 

Dec 
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Dec. 7. To Nathaniel Day, Esq^ for 78 days 

f)ay as commissary in Canada, from 5th Ju- 
y, to 20feh September 1778, both inclusive 156 a 
*To Gregory Townshend, Esq* assistant com* 

missary in America, 181 days pay, from 4th 
• November 1777, to 3d of May 1778 - 181 6 

To John Morrison, Esq. for 1 84 days pay, as 

commissary in do, from 25th March, to 

24th September. 1778 - - - £76 O 

To William Butler, Esq* for 343 days pay, as 

assistant commissary in do. from 2d Nov. 

1777, to 10th. Oaober 1778 - • 343 a 
Dec. 11. Ta Mr. Vincent Wood, for 365 

days pay, sfs surgeon to the hos. in Canada 182 10 O 

Dec. 2 1 . To Peter Paumier, Esq. for 1 83 days 
pay, as deputy commissary in America, from 
3d April 1778, to 2d Oftober following - 274 10 

Dec. 24. To F. R. Clarke, Esq^ for 126 days 
' pay, as siiperintendant of the provision 
train in Aiherica, from 2d June 1778, to 5th 
Odlober following, both inclusive - 126 O 

To Frederick William Hccht, Gent, for 337 
days pay, as assistant commissary in Ame- 
rica, from 3d November 1777, to 5th Oft. 

1778, both inclusive - - * - 337 Or 
1779. 

Jan* 7. To Major Generals Amherst, Wardc, 
and Sir David Lindsay, for their trouble and 
expence in reviewing his Majesty's forces - 2737 10 O 

To sundry extra general and stafi>officcrs, and • 

officers of the hospital in Great Britain - 1470S 5 0^ 

To Robert Adair, Esq. for balance of pay of 
extra surgeons mates in the ceded Islands, 
&c. to 24th December 1777 - - 451 14 O 

Jan. 12. To George Brindley, Esq. for 183 
days pay, as deputy comnnssary in America, 
from 4th April, to 3d Oft. 1778, both inclu. 274 10 O 

To John Fenton, Esq. for 184 days pay, as 
captain and commander of William and 
Mary Castle, from 6th July 1 778, to 5th Jan. 

1779, both inclusive - - - 184 0^ 
Jan. 25. To Sir Guy Carletoa, for 262 days 

pay, as commander in chief in Canada, from 
^^thDec. 1777, to 12th September 1778 2620 O 

Ian. 
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Jan. 28. To Capt. Andrew Fraser, late commis- 
sary at Dunkirk, for 1 88 days pay, from 6th 
April 1778 to 10th OiStober following - 282 

365 days allowance to Major Hayman Rooke, 
as major to the late 98th regiment of foot, 
from 25th December 1777 to 24th Decem- 
ber 1778 - - - - 273 15 

865 days pay of George Monro, Esq. as com- 
missary of stores in North Britain, from do. 
to do. - - - - 182 10 

365 days allowance to Lieut. Colonel Birch 
in lieu of a troop of light dragoons, from 
25th Dec. 1777 to 24th Dec. 1778 - 282. 17 6 

S65 days do. to Major General Preston in lieu 

of do. from do. to do. - - 282 17 6 

365 days do. to Adm. Montagu as Governor of 
Newfoundland, &c. from 15th March 1777 
to 14th March 1778 - - - 547 10 0^ 

To one year's allowance toL.Lochee, beinghis 

Majesty's royal bounty for the year 1778 100 

To one year's do. to John Campbell, Esq. as 
superintendant inspeftor of Indian affairs in 
the province of Quebec, from 2d Oftober 
l777to2dOaobcr 1778 - - 300 
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1778. 

Feb. 14. To J.Mcyrick,Esq.to enable him to re- 
imburse the non-commissioned officers and 
jprivate men of sundry regiments of foot, the 
stoppages made for the surgeons and pay- 
masters allowances, from 25th of June 1 777 
to 24th December following - - 1 158 10 3 

To Mess. Anderson and Co. to enable them to 
re-imburse do. of the 42d regiment of foot, 
the stoppages made for do. from do. to do. 165 7 

To Sir J. A. Oughton, to enable him to re- 
imburse do. of the 31st regiment of foot, the 
stoppages made for do. and for the allowance 
for bread from do. to dp. - - 146 7 SJ 

Feb. 21. To J. Meyrick, Esq. for the allowance 
of bread-money to the 2d and 70th regi- 
ments of foot - - - 528 3 
. Vol. XI. P Tq 
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To James Fitter, Esq. to enable him to re-im- 
burse the non-commissioned officers and pri- 
vate men of the 15th arid 19th regiments of 
foot, the stoppages made'f or the surgeons and 
paymasters allowances, from 25th of June 
1777 to 24th December following, and for 
bread-money to parties of the 1 5th regiment 
at Chatham Barracks, between 4th June 
1777 and 29th December following . - 
To Mess. Cox and Mair, to enable them to re- 
imburse do. of sundry regiments of foot, the 
stoppages made for do. from 25th June 1777 
to 24th December following 
Feb. 28. To Lieut. Gen. Armstrong, to enable 
him to re-imbiu-se do. of the 8th regiment 
of foot, the stoppages made for do. from do. 
to do. - - - 

To Lieut. General Haviland, to enable him to 
' re-imburse do. of the 45th regiment of foot, 
the stoppages made for do. from do., to do. 96 6 10 
To Mess. Ross and Gray, to enable them to re- 
imburse do. of sundry regiments, the stop- . 
pages made for do. from do. to do. 1789 5 7 

JMar. I8.T0 E. Bishopp, Esq. to enable him to 
re-imburse the non-commissioned officers and 
private men of the 5th and 29th regiments 
of foot, the stoppages made for the surgeons 
and paymasters allowances from 25th June 
1777 to 24th Dec. following, and for the zW 
lowance for bread-money to said regiments 212 19 2 
April 7. To J. Meyrick,^sq. for the allowance 
for bread-money to sundry regiments, from . 
4th July 1776 to December 1777 - 155 7 10 

To Sir Eyre Coote, to enable him to re-im- 
burse the non-commissioned officers and pri- > 
vate men of the 37th regiment of foot, the 
stoppages made for the surgeon and pay- 
masters allowances, from 25th June 1777 
to 24th Dec. following, and' for the allow- 
ance for bread-money, to parties of the said 
regiment within the said period - 114 Q 9 

Apr. 20. To Mess. Roberts, to enable them to 
re-imburse do..of th€24th,27th, and38thj:e- 
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giments of foot, the stoppages made for do, 
from do. to do. - - - - 289 6 6 

Apr. 29. To Mess. Ross and Gray, for bread- 
money to reci*uiting parties and recruits, be- 
longing to sundry regiments in the year l77d 156 10 \\\ 

Do. for do. in the year 1777 - - 167 1 7 

Do. fordo.tosundryregimentsintheyearl776 1279 4 

Do. for do. to the 1st battalion of the royals and 

the 13th regiment of foot in the year 1777 1904 11 

Do. for do. to the 3d and 21st regiments of 

foot, in the year 1775 - * - 754 10 5 

Aug. 8. To Mess. Cox and Mair to enable 
them to re-imburse the non-commissioned 
officers and prrvate men of sundry regiments 
of foot, the stoppages made for the surgeon 
and paymasters allowances from 25th Dec. 
1776 to 24th June 1777 - - 1993 14 9 

Oft. 20. To Mess. Meyrick, for allowance of 

bread-money to sundry regiments - SS^ 19 % 

13642 5 9i 

1778. -^ : --. 

Jto.22.ToSir R. Hamilton, to replace sundry 
cloalhing and accoutrements belonging tothe 
40th regiment of foot, lost in aftions against ^ 
the rebels in America,' in the campaign 1777 280 ISf H 

To Lieutenant General Sandford, to replace 
do. belonging to the 10th regiment of foot, 
lost in do. campaign - - - 25 4 

To General Abercrombie, to replace sundry 
do. belonging to the 44th regiment of foot, 
lost in do. campaign - - - 24 4 

Mar. 18. To Lord A. Gordon, to replace do. 
belonging to the 26th regiment of foot, taken 
by the rebels in Canada in the year 1775 566 3 2 

Apr. 30. To Sir Eyre Coote, to replace sundry 
accoutrements belonging to the 37th regi- 
ment of foot, lost in aftual service against 
tl^^ rebels in North America, and destroyed 
by ifire at Pisataucay in the Jerseys, the 28th 
April 1777 - - - - 50 5 6 

Aug. 31. Tothe Earl of Loudoun, to replace 
sundry do. belonging to the detachment of 

P2 the 
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the 3d regiment of foot guards, which were 
lost or destroyed on service against the rebels 
in North America - - - 47 10 6 

To General Hodgson, to replace sundry do. 
belonging to the 4th regiment of foot, lo5t in 
service in do. during the campaigns 1776 and 
1777 - - - - - 93 2 6^ 

To Major General Grey, to replace sundry, do. 
belonging to the 28th regiment of foot lost in 
do. during the campaign 1777 - - 41 19 6 

To Lieutenant General Pomeroy, to replace 
suhdry do. belonging to the 64th regiment of 
iootj lost in do. during the caippaign 1776 
and 1777 - - - - 106 15 6 

To Earl Waldgrave, to replace sundry do. be- 
longing to the detachment of the Coldstream 
. regiment of foot guards, lost on service against ' 
the rebels in North America - - 50 S 

Sept. 19. To Lieut. General Trapaud, tore- 
place sundry do. belonging to the 70th regi- 
ment of foot, lost in the expedition to St. 
■ Vincent's, &c; - ' - - 81 2 O 

To the Duke of Gloucester, to replace sundry 
do. belonging to the detachment of the 1st . 
regiment of foot guards, lost or destroyed on 
. service in North America - - 53 O 

To Major General Grant, to replace sundry 
do. belonging to the 55th regiment of foot, 
lost or destroyed on service against the rebels 
in North America, during the campaigns in 
1776 and 1777 - - - 120 1 8 

To Lieutenant General Sandford, to replace 
camp equipage, cloathing, and accoutrementis 
belonging to the 10th regiment of do. lost on 
board the Symmetry brig, taken by the rebels 
in the river Delaware, in December 1777 132S 2 9 

Nov. 11. To Earl Percy, to replace sundry ac- 
coutrements belonging to the 5th regiment of 
do. lost in adUons against tlie rebels, during 
the campaigns 1776 and 1777 - -' 53 8 O 

Dec. 16. To Lieut. General Burgayne, to re- 
place horse-f*urniture, accoutrements, &c. be- 
lon^ng to the 16th regiment of dragoons, 

lost 
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lost or taken by the enemy in America during 

the campaigns 1776 and 1777 - - 674? 18 4 

3592 4 



April 15. To Maj. Gen. Calcraft, in lieu of 63 
days nett off-reckonings of the Liverpool re- 
giment of foot - - - - 538 13 6 
,To Lieut. Col. McDonnell, in lieu of 49 days 

do. of his regiment of Highlanders - 418 19 6 

To Col. M^Kenzie, in lieu of 49 days do. of 

his regiment of do. - - -418196 

To Col. Gordon, in lieu of 49 days do. of his 

regiment of do. - - - 418 19 6 

To Lieut. Col. Campbell, in lieu of 49 days do. 

of his regiment of do. - - -41819 6* 

To Lieut. Col. Mawhood, in lieu of 49 days do. 

of the 72d regiment of foot - -41819 6 

To Sir Will. Erskine, in lieii of 72 days do. of 

the Edinburgh volunteers - r 615 12 10' 

To Col. Scott, in lieu of 72 days do. of the 

Glasgow volunteers - - -6151216 

To the Eaj-l of Seaforth, in lieu of 63 days do. 

of his regiment of Highlanders - - 538 13 .8 

To Col. Murray, in li*,u of 49 days do. of his 

regiment of do. - - - 418 19 .6 

To Col. F. McLean, in lieu of 58 days do. of 

his regiment of foot - - - 495 18 8 

May 30. To Maj. Gen. Daniel Jones, in lieu of 
110 days do. of the additional to the 2d re- 
giment of foot - - -111 19 1 

To Lieut. Gen. Walsh, in lieu of 49 days do. 

of the do. to 56th foot - - - 72 4 5 

To Sir Henry Clinton, in lieu of 49 Jdays do. 

of the do. to 12th do. - - - 72 4 5 

To Sir John Seabright, in lieu of 110 days do. 

of the do. to 18th do. * - - - 11119 1 

To Lieut. Gen. Boyd, in lieu of 49 days do. of 

the do. to' 39th do. - - - 72 4 5 

To Maj. Gen. Baugh, in lieu of 49 days do. of 

the do. to 58th do. - - - 72 4 5 

To Lieut. Gen. Sherard, in lieu of 49 days do. 

of the do. to 69th do. - - - 49 17 5 

P3 Ta 
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To Lord Geo. Lenox, in lieu of 49 days do. of 

the do. to 25th do. r -r - 49 17 5 

To the Duke of Argyll, in lieu of 49 days do. 

of the do. to the 1st and 2d battalions of the 

1st foot - - - -99 14 10 

To Lieut. Gen. Muryay, in lieu of 49 days do. 

of the do., to 13th do. - - .49 17 ' 5 

To Sir David Lindsay, in lieu of 49 days do. of 

the do. to 59tli do. r r ' - 49 17 5 

July 18. To the Duke of Buccleugh, inUeu of 

170 *iays do. of his regiment of fencible men 1453 11 11 
To the Duke of Gordon, in lieu of 1 70 days do. 

of his regiment of do. - 9 r 1453 11 11 

To the Duke of Gloucester,^ in lieu of 109 days 

do. of the additionals tp the 1st foot guards 453 2 
To Gen. Elliott, in lieu of 276 days do. qf the 

do. to 15th regiment of dragoons t t ISO 2 7 
To the Earl of Loudoun, in lieu of 109 days do. 

of the do. to 8d regiment of foot guards 291 6 
To Earl Waldgrave, in lieu of 109 days do. of 

the do. to 2d do. r - - 291 6 

To Gen. Mostyn, in lieu of 262 days do. of the 

do. to the l$t regiment of dragoon guards 512 19 8 
To Lord Frederick Campbell, inlieuof 170 days . 

do. of his regiment of fencible men. r 1453 11 11 

July 23. To Lord Townshend, in lieu of 262 days 

do. of the additional to the 2d regiment of 

drggpon guards - - , - 34J 19 9 

To the Earl of Panniure, in lieu of 262 days of 

the do. 2d regiment of dragoons - - 341 19 9 

To 8ir John Mordaunt, in lieu of 262 days do. of 

the do. to 10th 4o. - - - 341 19 9 

July 3. To Lord Robert Manners, in lieu of 262 . . 

days do. of the do. to 34 do. - ^ff-&41 19 9 

To the Earl of Pembroke, in Jieu of 262 days do. 

of the do. to 1st do, ... 34J 19 9 

To Gen. Carpenter, in lieu of 262 days do. of 

the do. to 4th do. , - - 341 19 . 9 

Tq Liept. Gen. Johnston, in lieu of 262 days 

do. of the do. to 6th do. r - 341 19 9 

To Sir G. Howard, in lieu of 262 days dp. of 
' |he do. to 7th do. r r - S41 19 9 

To 
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To Lieut. Gen. Fitzroy, in lieu of 262 days do, 

of tlie do, to 3d do. - - - 341 19 9 

To Lieut. Gen. Johnston, in lieu of 262 days 

do. of the do. to 11th do. - - 341 19 9 

Oa. 23. To Sir Thomas Wilson, in lieu of 23 1 ^ 

days do. of the do. to 50th do. - - 235. 2 2 

To Col. Pi6lon, in lieu of 69 days do. of the 

75th regiment of do. - - - 589 19 9 

To Gen. Mostyn, in lieu of 415 days do. of the 

additional to the 1st regiment of dragoon 

guards - - - - - 120 7 6 

1*0 Lord Robert Manners, in lieu of 415 days 

do. of the do. to 3d do. - - - 240 15 1 

To the Earl of Pembroke, in lieu of 415 days 

do. of the do. to 1st do. - - 240 15 1 

To Lieut. Gen. Carpenter, in lieu of 415 days 

do. of the do. to 4th do. - - 240 15 1 

To Lieut. Gen. Johnston, in lieu of 415 days 

do. of the do. to 6th do. - - 240 15 1 

To Sir George Howard, in lieii of 415 days do. 

of the do. to 7th do. ... 240 15 1 

To Lieut. Gen, Johnston, in lieu of 415 days 

do. of the do. to 11th do. :- - 240 15 1 

To Lord Townshend, in lieu of 415 days do. of 

the do. to 2d do. - - - 240 15 1 

To the Earl of Panmure, in lieu of 41 5 days do. 

of the do. to 2d do. - - - 240 15 1 

To Sir John Mordaunt, in lieu of 415 days do^ 

of the do. to 10th do. ^ * ^ 240 \5 1 
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Jan. 30. To Lieut. Gen. Burgoync, for pro- 
viding divers camp necessaries for the 16th 
regiment of dragoons - - - 700 10 

To Lieut. Gen. Campbell, for do. for the 35th 

regiment of foot - - - 1731 8 

To Lieut. Gen. Eraser, for do. for the 71st do. 55S 19 

ToLifedt. Gen. Preston, for do. for the 17th 

regiment of dragoons - - 772 15 

Feb. 20. To Messrs. Gray and Ogilvic, for do. 
for Lieut. Col. McLean's corps - - 323 19 

' P4 Apra 
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April 30. To the Earl of Loudoun, for do. for the 

detachment of foot guards - - - 233 16 ' , 

To Lieut, Gen. Monckton, for. do. for the 17th 

regiment of foot - - - - - 118 16 
To Sir W. Howe, for do. for the 23d do. - 1 1 8 16 

To Lord Adam Gordon, for do. for the 26th do. 118 16 
To Earl Cornwallis, for do. for the 33d do. - 1 18 16 
To Maj. Gen. Vaughan, for do. for the 46th do. r 1 1 8 1 6 
To Lt. Gen.. Pomeroy, for do. for the 64'th do. - 1 18 16 
May 4. To Maj. G. Grey, for do. for the 28th do, 1 1 8 1 6 
To Lord John Murray, for do. for the 42d do - 324 17 6 . 
JM^y 13. To Lieut. Gen. Trapaud, for do. for the 

70th do. - - - - .- . 356 9 6 , 

June 17. To Lord John Murray, for do. for the 

42ddp - . r - - - - 213 10 6. 
To Lieut. Gen. Preston, for do. for the l7th re- 
giment of dragoons - - - - 76 2 6 
To Lieut. Gen, Sandford, for do. for the 10th 
regiment of foot -.-..-- 
To Lieut. Gen. Gage, for do. for 22d do. 
To Sir Robert Hamilton, for do. for 40th do. - 
To Li^ut. Gen. Carey, for do. for 43d do. 
To Gen. Abercrombie, for do. for 44th do. 
To Messrs. Cox and Mair, for do. for 52d 
To Maj. Gen. Grant, for do. for 55th do. 
To Sir John Irvvine, for do. for 57th do. 
To Lieut. Gen. Grant, for do. for 63d do. 
June 29. To Sir Eyre Coote, for do. for 37th do. 
To the Earl of Cavan, for do. for 15th do. 
To Maj. Gen. Massey, for do. for 27th do. 
To Maj. Gen. Pigott, for do. for 38th do. 
To Earl Percy, for do. for 5th do - - 
To Lieut. Gen. Haviland, for do. for 45th do. 
Aug. 17. To the Earl of Pembroke, for do. for 

1st dragoons - - 

To Lieut. Gen. Carpenter, for do. for 4th do. - 
To Lieut. Gen. Johnston, for do. for 6th do. - 
To Gen, Mostyn, for do. for 1st do. 
To Lord Robert Pvlanncrs, for do. for 3d do. - 
To Sir Gr. Howard, for do. for 7th do. r 

To Lieut. Gen. Sherard, for do. for 69th regi- 
ment of foot - . - . 
To Lt. Col. McDonnell, for do. for 76th do 
Aug. 5lf To Cen. Hodgson, for do. for 4th do. 
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To Lord G. Lenox, for do. for 25th do. 
To Sir T. S. Wilson, for do. for 50th do. - 
To Lord M*Leod, for do. for 73d do. 
jSept. 19. To Maj. Gen. Jones, do. for 2d do. 
To John Trotter, Esq. for do. for the militia 

in South Britain - - - - 12053 9 7 

To l^ord Townshend, for do. provided for 2d 

dragoon guards - - - - - 54-7 S 
To the Earl of Panmure, for do. provided for 

2d dragoons - - - - 547 3 

To Sir John Mordaunt, for do. provided for 

10th do. - - - - 547 3 

To Sir William Boothby, for do. provided for 

6th do. - - - - 242 11 6 

To Sir John Sebright, for do. provided for 

18th do. - ... 

To Gen. Wemston, do. provided for 65th do. 
Oa. 20. To Gen. Elliot, for do. provided for 

15th dragoons - - - _ - 

To Col. Murray, for do. provided for 77th ft. 
To Sir William Erskine, for do. provided for 

€toth do. - - - - 
To Col. McLean, for do. provided for 82d do. 
To Col. Scott, for do. provided for 83d do. - 
Oft 23. To the Earl of Loudoun, for do. jpro- 

vided for the detachment from 3d ft. guards 368 14? 6 
1779. 
Jan. 23. To John Trotter, Esq. for tents and 

camp necessaries provided for the forced at 

.Gibraltar ■. - - - - -1678 80 
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1778. . 

March 18. To Lt. Col. Earl of Seaforth, John 
Campbell, and John McDonnell, for has 
horses, for their regiments ordered on service ^330 

To Cols. Sir William Erskine, George Scott, 
Francis McLean, William Gordon, John 
M*Kenzie, and James Murray, for do. for 
their regiments ordered on service - 660 

1778. 

Apr3 15. To the Cols, of the three regiments of 
dragoon guards, and the 1 st, 2d, 3d, 4tb, 6th, 

7t^ 
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7th, 10th, and 15th dragoons, for has horses 
for their regiments ordered to encamp - 800 0. 

May 30. To the Cols, of the Westminster and 

Buckingham militia, for do. for their regiments 190 

To the Cols, of ten regiments of foot, for do. 
fox their respeftive regiments ordered to take 
the field - - - - 1100 

To Sir William Boothby and Gen. Cunning- 
ham, for do. for the 6th and 14th regiments 
of foot ordered to take the field - 260 

June 8. To the Cols, of fourteen regiments of mi* 
litia, for do. for their respedtive regiments or- 
dered to take the field - • - • 1360 0. 

June 17. To the Cols, of twenty-three regiments 
of do. for do. for their respeftive regiments 
ordered to take the field - - -2050 

Jwne 20. To the Duke of Manchester for do. 
for the Huntingdonshire militia ordered to 
take the field 70 00 

To Major Gen* Tryon for do. for the 70th re- 
giment of foot ordered to North America - 110 

To the Cols, of the three regiments of foot 

guards for do. for their respeftive regiments 670 

Aug. 17. To Col. Pifton for do. for the 75th 

regiment ordered to take the field - 110 O 

To Major Gen. Calcraft for do. for the 79th 

regiment of foot - - -.- -HOOD 

Aug. 31. To the Cols, of the several regiments 
of cavalry, infantry, and militia, encamped in 
the summer 1778, for aq additional has hoarse 
to each company of their respeftive regiments 5220 

To the Earl of Powys for has horses for the 
Montgpmeryshire militia, ordered to take the 
field - - ^ f - ^ -60 00 

To the Cols, gf the three regiments of fodt 
guard*, for an additional bas horse for each 
company of their respeftivc regiments - 640 O 

1374-0 O 

J778. 

March 1 8. To Lieut. Colonels Earl of Seaforth, 
John^ Campbell, and John McDonnell, for 

bag- 
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baggage horses for their regiments ordered on 
service - -. - - 663 15 

To Colonels Sir W. Erskii^- G. Scott, F. 
McLean, W. Gordon, J. M*Kenzie, and 
J.Murray, for do. for their regiments or- 
dered on service - .. « 1372 10 

Aprill5. To the Cols.- of the three regiments 
of dragoon guards, the 1st, 2d, 3d, 4th, Bth 
7th, 10th and 15th dragoons, for do. for their 
regiments ordered to encamp - - 6^0 

May 20. To the Cols, of ijic Wesminster and 
Buckinghamshire militia, for baggage horses 
for their regiments - - - 295 

7o the Cols, often regiments of foot, for do. for 
their respective regiments ordered to take 
the field - - - - 1787 10 

To Sir W. Boothby and Lieut. Gen. Cunning- 
ham, for do. for the 6th and 14?th regimdits 
of foot, ordered to take the field - 417 10 

June 8. To the Cols, of fourteen regiments of 
militia, for do, for their respective regi- 
ments, ordered to take the field - - 2017 10 

June 17. To the Cols, of twenty-three regi- 
naents of do. for do. to their respective regi- 

^ ments ordered to take the field - -3178 15 

Julv28. To the Duke of Manchester for do. 
tor the Huntingdonshire militia, ordered to 
take the field - - - - 110 

To Major Gen. Tryon for do. for the 70th of 

foot, ordered to North America - - 178 15 

To the Cols, of the three regiments of foot 

guards for do. for their respective regiments . 956 5 

^ug. 1 7. To Col. Pidton for cla for the 75th rc- 

' gunent of foot, ordered to take the field - 235 

To Major G^. Cafcraft, for do. for the 79th 

regiment of foot - - - 220 

Aug. 31. To the Earl of Powis, for do. for the 
Montgomeryshire militia, ordered to take the 
field - - - 93 15 

12306 5 
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Marcji 18. To Lieut. Cols. Elirl Seaforth, J. 
Campbell, and John McDonnell, for 100 days 
forage money for their regiments ordered on 
service .- - - - 742 10 

To Cols. Sir W. Erskine, G. Scott, Francis 
McLean, W. Gordon, J. M^Kenzey, and J. 

, Murray, for 100 days do. for their regiments 

ordered on service - - - 1605 

May 30. To the Cols, of the Westminster 
and Buckinghamshire militia, for 100 days 
do. for their regiments ' - - 382 10 

To the Cols, of/ ten regiments of foot, for 100 
days do. for their respeftive regiments or- 
dered to take the field - - - 2225 

To Sir William Boothby and Lieut. Gen. Cun- 
ningham, for 100 days do. for the 6th and 
14th regiments of foot, ordered to take the 
field - - - - 515 

June 8. To the Cols, of fourteen reigiments of 
militia, for 100 days pay do. for their re- 
spective regiments, ordered to take field • -2715 

June 17. To. the Cols, of twenty-three regi- 
ments of do. for 100 days do. for their re- 
speftive regiments, ordered to take the field 4050 

July 20. To the Duke of Manchester, for 100 
days do. for the Huntingdonshire militia, or- 
dered to take the field - - - 137 10 

To Major General Trybn, for 100 days forage 
money for the 70th regiment of foot, or- 
dered to North America - - 222 10 

To the Cols, of the three regiments of foot- 
guards, for 100 days do. for their respedlive 
regiments * ... - 1337 lo - 

Aug. 17. To Col. PiClon, for 100 days do. for 
the 75th regiment of foot ordered to take the 
field - - - - 280 

To Major Gen. Calcraft, for 100 days do. for 

the 79th regiment of foot - - 255 

Aug. S 1 . To the Earl of Powys, for 100 days do. 
for the Montgomeryshire militia, ordered to 
t'Js:c the field - - - 117 10 

For 200 days forage to the general and staff 

officers of the hospital in Great Britain - 3765 

Dec. 
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Dec. 25. For 100 days winter forage for the re- 
giments of dragoon guards and dragoons 5095 

1779. 

Jan. 7. For 100 days do. for the regiments of 

infantry - - - 2732 10 

For 100 days do. for the regiments of militia 7170 6 O 

83347 10 

1778. ^ ~ 

July 1 8. To Major Gen. Grant, for the contin- 
gent disbursements of 55th regiment of foot, 
from 25th June 1776, to 24th Dec. follow- 
ing - - - 183 8 % 

July 20. To Lieut. Gen. Grant, for do. of the 
63d regiment of foot, from 25th Dec. 1775, 
to 24th June 1776 - - 114 17 2 

July 31. Do. for do. from 25th June 1776, to 

24th Dec. following - - 103 12 6 

Aug. 1 7. To the Duke of Argyll, for do. for 
the 2d battalion of the 1st regiment of foot, 
from 25th Dec. 1775, to 24th Dec. 1776 555 10 2 

Oa. 20. To Lieut. Gen. Gage, for do. for 22d 
regiment of foot, from 25th Dec 1775, to 
24th June 1776 ' - - 42 

Do. for do. from 25th June 1776, to 24th 
Dec. following - . - - 87 2 

Dec. 3. To Messrs. Adair and Bullock, for the 
contingent disbursements of the 1st regi- 
ment of Devonshire militia, from 26th 
March 1778, to 24th June following - 48 1 4 

1134 9 10 



Dec. S. For the marches, &c. of the North- 
amptonshire militia, from 26th March 1778, ' 
to 24th June following - - 104 6 6 

For do. of the Bedfordshire do. from do. to do. 1 10 14 2 

For. do. of the Cambridgeshire do. from do. to 

do. - - - 59 12 6 

For do. of the Northumberland do. from do. to 

do. - - - - 69. 8 

For do. of the south battalion of Gloucester- 
shire do. from do. to do. - - 94 1 

■ For 
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For do. of the east Kent do. from do. to do. 57 13 2 

Dec. 11. For do. of the. Dorsetshire do. from 

do. to do. - - I14> 4^ 5 

Dec. 1 1 . For the marches, &c. of the East-Rid- 
ing of Yorkshire Militia, from the 26th 
March 1778, to 24th June following 179 2 6 

For do. for the Western regiment of Middlesex 
do. from do. to do. - - 

For do. of the Anglesea da from do. to do. 

1779. 

Jan. 7. For do. of the Worcestershire do. from 
do. to do. 

For do. of the Cheshire do. from do. to do. 

For do. of the Buckinghamshire do. from do. 
to do. 



1778. ^ 

Mar. 20. To Robert Adair, Esq. to enable him 
to satisfy such bills as are or may be drawn 
upon him for the pay of divers extra surgeons 
and surgeons' mates in the ceded Islands, Sec. 2000 

June 8. Do. to enable him to pay the monthly 

hospital allowance to the forces encamped 2000 
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4000 



Feb. 9. To Lieut. Col. Townshend, on account, 
for levy-money for the recruiting service in 
London - - 1000 O 

July 20. Do. on account, to enable him to pay 
such bills as are or may be drawn on him fof 
the pay of sundry officers employed on the 
recruiting service - - 1000 

Nov. 11. Do. for do. service - .^ 2000 



4000 



1777. 

Nov. 24. To Maj. Gen. Fawcitt, for his contin- 
gent expences as deputy adjutant general, 
from 11th Dec. 1775, to 10th Dec. 1777, 
both included - - 154 9 

Jan. 
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Jan. 22. To John Trotter, Esq. for hospital bed- 
ding, &c. for the use of the forces in Dover 
,. castle - - 105 15 5 

Jan. 30. To Lieut. Col. Townshcnd, supcrin- 
tcndant of the recruiting service, for so much 
expended by him at Chatham and Charles 
Fort, to 24th June 1777 - 434 12 11 

To Lieut. Gen. Harvey, for his contingent ex- 

pences as adjutant general, to Dec. 24, 1777 423 11 O 
To major-general Morrison, for his do. as quar- 
ter-master general to do. - - 295 10 
To Col. William Ray, for his do. as deputy 

quarter-master gfeneral to do. - 94 18 

Feb. 14. ToE. B. De la Fontaine, Esq. for pro- 
viding divers utensils for the use of the in- 
firmary and barracks in the Savoy, during 
the year 1777 - - 92 14 10 

Tcb. 18. To Edward Morce, Esq. for the rent 
of a house, as chief justice of the province of 
Senegambia, for one year, endfed 7th of Feb. 
1778 - - 60 

Feb. 21. To Messrs. Powle and Cooke, for royal 
bounty td out-pensioners of Chelsea hospital, 
ordered on duty in the year 1775 •- 3259 .1 

To James Hamilton, Esq. Lieut, in the 10th re- 
giment of foot, being his Majesty's bounty for 
the loss of the use of his arm, at Bunker's 
Hill, in America, the 1.7th June 1775 164 4 4 

1779. 
Mar. 2. ToCol. JohnBurgoyne, for an equipage, 

as commissary for mustering foreign troops 500 6 
Mar. 13. To Capt. John Lloyd, being his Ma- 
jesty's bounty for the loss of the use of his 
arm by a shot, in the Jerseys, Feb. 23, 1777 228 14 
Mar. 18. To Jane Spendlove, as of his Ma- 
jesty's royal bounty - - 100 
Mar. 20. To Lieut. Col. Townshend, for his 
contingent expences as superintendant of the 
. recruiting service, from 25th June 1777, to 

24th Dec. following - - 837 5 

Tq Capt. Richard Bailey, for his contingent 
expences as assistant to the quarter-master 
•general, in North America, from 1 1th March 
777, to 10th March 1778 - - 312 14 6 

Mar. 
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Mar. 25. To William Rice, surveyor of the 
guards, for work done at Whiteh^, the 
Tilt-yard, St. James's, Kensington, Somer- 
set-house, Hampton-court, &c. between 
25th Dec. 1775, and 25th Dec. 1776 . 2061 6 Uf 

Mar. 26. To Messrs. Ross and Gray, for 
levy-money for 50 drafts to the 61st regi- 
ment of foot - - 250 Oj 

The Earl of Eglintoun, for do. for 50 do. to ^ ^ 

the 51st do. - - 250 6 

Apr. 7. To John Gore, Esq. for necessaries 
furnished to the guards in the Tower of 
London for six months, from Michaelmas 
1777, to Lady-day 1778 . . ' - - 616 13 2 

To the Duke of Gloucester, for providing 
slop-cloathing for the augmentation to the 
1st regiment of foot guards - 617 8 4f 

Apr. 15. To Capt. Ibbetson Hamer, being 
his Majesty's bounty for the loss of his 
leg, upon 12th Sept. 1777> near Newark, 
in New Jersey - - 95 13 4 

Apr. 24. To Capt. M*Pherson, being do. for 
the loss of the use of his arm, by a shot in 
the Jerseys, 3d Jan. 1777 - - 269 12 

To Capt. John Elliott, of the Trident man of 
war, for taking Lord Cornwallis and his 
suite, from Great Britain to America - 150 

Apr. 29. To Capt. Stair Douglas, of the Mont- 
real man of war, for taking Lieut. Gen. . 
Haldimand frpm Great Britain to Quebec 150 

Apr. 30. To John Trotter, Esq. for hospital bed- 
ding for the use of the garrison of Gibraltar 2 1 44 2 6 

May 11. To Robert Adair, Esq. for several 
sums of money paid by him on account of the 
several hospitals, and for his contingent ex- 
penccs,fromJune25, 1776, toDec.24, 1777 1808 2 2 

To the Duke of Gloucester, for clpathing the - 
drummers and hautboys of the 1st regiment 
of foot guards, for two years, from 25th of 
March 1777, to 25th March 1779 344 9 

May 12. To Thomas Harley, Esq. for packing, 
freight, insurance, and charges^ in sending 
invalid cloa thing to sundry garrisons 357 6 6 

May 28. To Maj. Gen. Rainsford, for expences 

as 
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as coxumissary to Holland, for mustering fo- 

. reign troops in the pay of Great Britain - 324? 11 4 

May 30. To Capt. George Gayton, of the 
Romulas man of war, for taking Lieut. 
Gen. Boyd from Gt.-Britain to Gibraltar - 150 6 

June 5. To R. Shadwell, Esq. for the ex- 
pences of conveying by land from Bonn to 
Boisleduc the baggage of the Anspach and 
Hanau troops, in the pay of Great-Britain 358 3 8 

June 8. To Ensign A. Salans, being his Ma- 
jesty's bounty for the loss of the use of his 
arm, near Bennington in North America, 
thel6of August 1777 - - - 121 8 10 

To A.Smith, Esq. for expences incurred by him 
with the attendance and trouble he was put 
to as acting as deputy judge-advocate in Ja- 
maica, between the years 1772 and 1778 258 

June 29. To W. Best, Esq. for the contingent 
disbursements of 3 battalions of Hanoveri- 
ans at Gibraltar, from 25th Dec. 1776, to 
24th Dec. 1777, and battalions of do. at 
Minorca, from 25th Dec 1775, to 24th 
Dec. 1777 - - - 552 5 7 

July 23. To Maj. Gen. Morrison, for his con- 
tingent disbursements as qr,-master general, 
from 25th Dec. 1777, to 25th June 1778 - 234 9 

July 24. To G. Garnier, Esq. apothecary ge- 
neral for medicines and materials proyided 

' for the forces in England, the West-Indies, 
Africa and North America, in the years 
1777 and 1778 - - -8618 3 101 

July 31. To Lieut. General Gage, for the 
charges of a vexatious suit carried on against 
him by Lieut. Fowler - - - 117 12 8 

To the colonels of the regiments of dragoon 
guards and dragoons, for horse furniture & 
accoutrements for their respcftive regiments 7127 11 9- 

August 81. To L. Morse, Esq. for his ex- 
pences and trouble in carrying on a progres- 
sive list of the army for one year from mid- 
summer 1777, to mid-summer 1778 - 226 

To John Trotter, Esq. for hospital bedding, 
for the use of his Majesty's forces encamped 
in Great Britain - - - - 2765 19 3 

Vol. XI. Q T<i 
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To Henry Sealy, surgeon to the 9th regiment ; ;l . .« 
of foot, for losses sustained by being taken .> .-.«.»;:. 
prisoner bv the rebels in North Americay the rvi . 

8th July 1777 ■ - *^., ^ .7d il€b 

Sept. 19. To Col. W.Roy, for his cAitingent • t i.jv 
disbursements as deputy quarter-master-gen. - .ji i 

from 24th Dec. 1777, to 24th June 1778 - 294 lOjt 6 

Tp Lieut. Gen. Murray, for contingent ex^ 

pences of the government of Minorca, be- r -j^ 

tween 24th June 1775, and 25th June 1777 1179 1 ><10. 

To the Colonels of the regiments of dragoon . 
guards and dragoons, for horse furniture, 
&c. for the 2d augmentation to their respec- 
tive" regiments - - - . - 2942 I 2 

Oft. 9. To V. Mathias, Esq. for freight and ;' 

• charges in two consignments of cloathing,&c. 
for the Brunswick troops serving in America 1 19 IQ 1 1 

Oft. 17. To Mrs. E. Agnew, being ^is Majesty's 

royal bounty in consideration of the loss of i ' 

her husband - - '. . - . - 310 5u O 

Oft. Sa. To. J. Gore, Esq. for necessaries fiir- . . . "^ i 
nished to the guards; doing duty in the Tower . . .• v 

of London/or 6 months to Michaelmas 1778 335 15 10 

Do. for do. furnished to do. between Michael- 
mas 1777, and Michaelmas 1778 - - 81.18 O 

Oft. 30. To Lieut. Col. Townshend, for his- 
contingent disbursements as superintendant 
of the recruiting service, from 25th Decem- 
ber 1777, to 24th June 1778 - - 392 13 . 9 

Nov. 11. To Capt. Reddall, of the Grampus 
store-ship, for bringing Lieut. Gen. Bur- 
goyne from America to Great-Britain - 150 \0 

To the colonels of the 21st regiment of mi- 
litia, for knapsacks and haversacks for their 
respeftive regiments - ^ - 3211 .lSf...v8 

Nov. 30. To Capt. S, Douglas, of theMon- i .• 

treal man of war, for bringing Sir Guy Car- 
leton from Quebec to Great-Britain - 150^ .0 

To John Trotter, Esq. for hospital bedding . 
for the use of the forces at Windsor, Ply- 
mouth and Grenada - - 21j6 19 .6 

Dec. 3. To Messrs. Cox and Mair, for so much ...... 

advaiictrd 
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advanced by them for a prosecution carried on 
against Robert Boyd in Ireland - *• 328* 3 6 

Dec. 11. To Lieut. Gen. Keppel, for contin- 
. gent expences of the army encamped at Cox- 
heath, from 28th May 1778, to 14th Nov. 
following - - - . 322 12 9 

Dec. 16. To Lieut. Gen. Burgo}Tie, to replace 
horses belonging to the 16th regiment of dra- 
goons lost on service in 1776 and 1777 - 1891 

Do. to replace 19 do. belonging to the officers 

of do. regiment - - - - 285 

To Maj. Gen. Fawcitt, for his contingent ex- 
pences as deputy adj. gen. from lOth Dec* 
1777, to December 1778 - - 467 12 

Dec. 21. To P. Tonyn, Esq. gov. of East-Flo- 
rida, for keeping up a schooner, for the ser- 
vice of the said province, for one year, to 
29th August 1779 - - 417 5 

1779. 

Jan. 7. To Capt. A. Snape Hammond, of the 
Roebuck man of war, for bringing Earl Corn- 
wallis from America to Great-Britain - 150 6 

Jan. 14. To Col. W. Roy, for the expences of 
the commissariate, from 'the opening of the 
campaign, to 24th Dec. 1778 - - 1266 14 5 

Jan. 25. To J. Trotter, Esq. for hospital bed- 
ding for the forces at Dover Castle • - 163 15 3 

Total - ;^.2,026,137 4 4^ 



C. Jenkinson. 
War-^Ojg^ce.l^th March 1779. 

Mr. Fox rose in his place, and began his speech with ob- 
serving, that possibly the resolution he should have the ho- 
nour of proposing to the house, would, by the noble Lord 
in the blue ribbon, be called a strange one ; for so he ob- 
served it was the fashion with the noble Lord to term fcvery 
motion which was proposed from that side of the house, 
and which did not immediately meet the wishes of the 
noble Lord. He should nevertheless proceed to open his 
motion, or rather his two motions, to the house i for he 

Q 2 had 
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had nvo to propose, and which, as they in a jnanner de- 
pended upon each other, he had thought it right to propose 
and speak to on the same day 5 at the same time assuring 
the house, that he meant not to trouble them with any other 
motion till after the holidays, when he should offer one 
more, which would generally refer to all that he had al- 
ready had the honour of moving in that house. He ob- 
served, that he had made several propositions, stating, that 
our navy was not adequate to the necessary services from 
time to time; which had been negatived, on the grounds 
stated by the King's servants, that we had thirty-five ships 
ready for aftual service in the month of November 1777, and 
seven in a state of preparation so as to be ready for sea in a 
fortnight, and that in the month of June 1778, our naval 
force was such as to be adequate to all the services required. 
He had made a motion dire6Hy the reverse, but the opi- 
nion of the house was against him. His present motion 
would be engrafted on this negative, which he knew to 
be false, viz. " That our navy in the month of June last 
was adequate 'to the important crisis." This being the ground 
of his first motion, and of his second, it would be produftive 
of this dilemma : that our force having been adequate, and 
not properly employed, administration were deserving of 
.censure ; or, if inadequate, that then it must follow of 
course, that the house, in puttingja negative on his motion, 
had resolved what could not be supported either by faft or 
reason. 

His first motion, he said, was, that the not sending a re- 
inforcement to Lord Howe at New- York sooner last year, 
was a gross piece of miscondu<5l and ncgleft in his Majesty's 
servants : his second, that the not sending a fleet to the Me- 
diterranean last year, was a piece of gross misconduft, 8ic, 
The two propositions were substantially, he said, the same, 
though directed to two different objects •, because, if Lord 
Howe had been reinforced, or the Straits of Gibraltar 
watched, in either event the effcdl ^v'ould be similar ; that 
of securing to Lord Howe the full advantage of the force 
imder his command, or giving him a superiority in case the 
Toulon squadron was permitted to cross the ocean. Here 
then the alternative was, that either our naval force was ade- 
quate in the months of February, March, &c. to these ser- 
vices, or it was not ; if adequate, the not reinforcing of 
Lord Howe was, in the terms of his motion, a gross piece of 
misconduft and negled j if inadequate, which he had no 

doubt 
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doubt was the fact, the censure contained in his motion was 
equally well merited. 

Having surrounded ministers with this dilemma, from 
which he contended it was impossible to extricate them, he 
proceeded to explain what he deemed to be the true point 
at issue, from what had fallen from gentlemen within dftors, 
and from what he had heard in conversations without doors ; 
that some independent part of the house voted with admi- 
nistration, not because they believed the force adequate, but 
upon motives of conscience and justice. Said they, " we 
have brought ministers into a dirty lane; we have encou- 
raged them to prosecute the American war ; let us bring 
them through, and not basely desert them in the moment of 
distress, occasioned by measures of which we have been the 
authors." Thismodeof reasoning, he said,, was apparently 
mistaken, and the motives misconceived; they had not 
brought ministers into the American war, but ministers 
had led them into it by misrepresentations of all kinds, by 
promises broken as often as they were made, by false hopes, 
false fears, and by every species of political delusion what- 
ever. He then made a particular application of the whole 
of the measures respedling the American war, the promise 
of a revenue, of obtaining unconditional submission, and, 
finally, with giving up every objeft contended for at the 
outset, and promised in the future progress of the business. 
He charged the noble lord in the blue ribbon with an ztt 
of public perfidy, with a breach of a solemn specific pro- 
mise. He reminded the house, that, in Febru?.ry 1775, his 
Lordship moved lais conciliatory proposition, and pledged 
his honour to the house and nation, that he would never 
agree to any measure which would go to enlarge the offers 
therein made ; yet, at the end of three years, after sacri- 
ficing thirty millions of money, and thirty thousand lives, 
his Lordship, in the same assembly, not only solemnly re- 
nounced all claim to superiority, revenue, and internal le- 
gislation, but consented, by the mouth of his commissioners, 
to the giving up the monopoly of the American trade, the 
appointment of governors, and all subordinate officers, and 
the royal prerogative of keeping up or sending an army in 
any part of the empire his Majesty might think proper. — 
From this state of tafts he drew this conclusion ; that mi- 
nisters led the Parliament into the war, and had broke the 
promises which induced Parliament to adopt the measure ; 
that the motion, as stated by him, involved a dilemma which 

Q 3 incon- 



230 ^ PARLIAMENTARY A. 1779. . 

incontrovertibly proved the charge of misconduft and, ne- 
gleA, and of course^ that those gentlemen who voted iipon 
independent principles were neither bound by previous, enn- 
gagements, subsequent measures, nor any obligation of- hor 
nour, to vQte against their conscience and conviftion. 

He then animadverted on the conduft of the noble Lord, 
whose arrogance, ke said, was unpardonable. His unr^^ 
served contempt of the whole body of the people of Ex^- 
l^nd, without doors, was no less indecent than ungenerous. 
To treat his best benefadlors in so haughty a style as to lump 
them indiscriminately under the appellations of populace, cof- 
fee-house readers [See Lord North's speech, this day, page 
179] was a language that did not become any member of that 
house, much less a minister, who, to be able to serve hi? 
country, should always endeavour to be popular, and secure 
the good opinion of the people in his favour j much less, s^ 
minister who had led them by the arts of specious delusions 
into those dirty ways, which it would be very difficult to wade 
through, without the utmost danger from surroundiag per 
rils. He presumed the noble Lord included every per^jo^i 
who differed with him under the contemptuous description 
of populace and coffee-house readers; but he begged l^vej 
to remind his Lordship, that his former motion was sup-, 
ported by 1 74 independent members, while those who voted 
with him were either persons who, from their situations, 
v.'cre in a gr^at measure obliged to support him, or were 
composed of those gentlemen who erroneously imagined that 
they were bound in honour to get him through a dirty }ane, 
into which his Lordship (not they) had led the way. 

Speaking of the present ministers in general, he said, that 
they were so lost to every sense of shame, that they exerted 
their influence in that house in a manner equally disgraceful 
to themselves, and to those who supported them. Their 
arguments in controversion of his late motions, motions 
which were founded on indisputable fafts, and fafts which 
were admitted every where but within those walls, reminded 
him of what he had once read in a book written by a 
man of acknowledged abilities, though his principles were 
not much admired. The writer he alluded to was Mr. 
Hobbes, who, in one of his prefaces, speaking of the power-f 
ful operation of self-interest in all matters of contro- 
versy, said that there were men who, for the sake of ar- 
gument, when upon that argument depended their jqti>olu- 
ment, would strenuously contend that three angles of a trianr 

gle 
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gle trfcrc ftot equal to two right angles, and that sooner than' 
give up their interest, they would give up their reason, and 
hold arguments direftly repugnant to every principle of reaV 
son ^ common sense. [Vide Hobbes's Leviathan, chap, i v. 
of speech, and chap. v. of reason and science.] He ap- 
plied this quotation to the conduft of ministers and their 
adherents. 

He declared that his motion warranted a great deal more 
of argument than he had used, but as he had taken up the 
time of the house perhaps too much of late, and as in the 
discussion of the several motions he had the honour to offer 
within the course of the last four weeks, the substance of 
his present motion, and of every thing which referred to it, 
had been introduced into debate, he would no longer tres- 
pass on the patience of gentlemen, or mis-spend the time of 
the house. He therefore read his motion : 

" That the not sending any reinforcement to Lord Howe 
before the month of June last, was an instance of negleft 
and miESConduA in his Majesty's servants." 

His other motion, which he also read, was, ** That the 
not sending a fleet to the Mediterranean, was an instance of 
miscondu^ and negleft in the King's servants, especially 
considering the early intelligence they had of the equipment 
of the Toulon fleet." 

Lord Mulgrave confined himself to prove, that the navy, 
v\ November 1777, was equal to whut had been stated by a 
noble Lord in the other house [Sandwich], that we had at 
that time thirty-five ships aftualiy ready for sea, and seven 
more which would be ready, not in a fortnight, but in a few 
days ; and that in March we had six more, in all forty- 
eight. He read a list of the ships, some of which he said 
were afterwards under considerable repair. His Lordship 
added, that two ships were sent to reinforce Lord Howe be- 
fell Admiral Byron sailed. 

Lord North began with saying, the honourable gentleman 
had said, tjiat he should deem his motion a strange one; the 
honourable gentleman certainly knew what epithet best ap- 
plied to his motion,^ and he was free to say, that having 
heard it, he was of the honourable gentleman's opinion; 
it was a strange motion, but the mode of supporting it was; 
still more strange; the honourable gentleman resting it al- 
together on fa6ts, which he declared, he not only did not 
believey but which he knew to be false. He says he does not 
believe our fleet was equal to the several services, and yet he 

Q 4? desires 
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desires the house to pass a vote of censnre on the King's 
servants, for neglefting to employ a force which he asserts 
himself was" not in existence. He did not believe that we 
had half the ships which appeared upon paper; yet he now 
wanted to pass a censure for abandoning the home .de- 
fence. These were ideas very different from those of an 
honourable admiral^ whom he did now not see in his place 
[Admiral Keppel.] That gentleman, a few nights since, 
gave it as his opinion, that it would not be prudent to de- 
tach in the then situation of affairs ; besides, if the ho- 
nourable gentleman meant to carry both motions, they sub- 
stantially contradifted each other ; for if Admiral Byron had 
been sent to Gibraltar or America, both measures could not 
be necessary : if D'Estaing had been kept within the Medi- 
terranean, Lord Howe would not have wanted a reinforce* 
jn,ent ; if, on the other hand, a reinforcement had been sent 
to America, there would have been no occasion for a squadron 
}n the Mediterranean. 

His Lordship attacked Mr. Fox upon his personal allu- 
sions. He charged the honourable gentleman with false- 
hood and misrepresentation. He denied that he had ever 
pledged his honour, that he would never go further in his 
concessions than the terms of the conciliatory motion of 1775 ; 
and though he had, he contended that he, as well as every 
other person, was fairly at liberty to alter his opinion, upon 
a change of circumstances. The conduft of France had 
brought about that change ; and he was fully justified in ac- 
commodating his conduct to the existing circumstances and 
exigencies of public affairs. 

His Lordship observed, that the honourable gentleman 
came into the house totally unprepared ; and if he had not 
fortunately caught an expression of his, which had inad- 
vertently fallen in the heat of debate, relative to the popu- 
lace and coffee-house readers, he must have trusted the fate 
of his motion to chance. His speech called to his tecol- 
ledlion those charts he had seen of desart and uninhabited 
countries, where the geographer is obliged to fill up the void 
fjpaces with the representations of elephants and other wild 
beasts ; and his now giving notice that he would, after the 
holidays, consolidate all his motions into one, brought 
strongly, he said, to his memory, two lines of Mr; Pope : 

■i ' ' ' 

" Destroy his fib or sophistry in vainv 
♦^ The creature's at his dirty work again." 

His 
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His Jjordship said, he did not mean to apply this couplet 
m the offensive sense of the words to the honoiirable gen- 
tiemili ; by fib he meant mistaken or false fa£ls; in short, 
hetcitied'the poet only to shew the honom^ble gentleman's 
industry and ingenuity in fashioning the same thing into so 
many forms. 

- In. answer to the quotation from Hobbes, his Lordship 
said, that there were persons who would, under such an in- 
fluence as that supposed, contend that a triangle might be so 
formed as to contain two right angles. 

Mr, Vyner said, he supported ministry because he hoped 
they would pursue the war with vigour and great exertion. 
That in the course of last summer he was particularly pleased 
with an expression which he had met with in a newspaper, 
wherein it was stated, that the French complained of the ravages 
which the English privateers made in their trade, dnd termed 
those enterprizing vessels, les Imps de mer. The idea exafUy 
met his wishes, as to the maritime charafter of Great-Britain \ 
jnd he hoped we should continue to deserve it from all the 
wnrld as well as France. He said, great inconvenience must 
attend a change of ministry at this crisis, when large fleets 
were going out, and important expeditions begun ; for, if 
new ministers came, new measures would be adopted} which 
he thought would be highly improper in our present circum- 
stances, when all that was wanting to ensure success, ¥ra$ 
exertion, spirit, and alacrity of execution. He said, he saw 
- cleaxiy, that the honourable gentleman who made the mo- 
tion, was the minister on that side the housie, and there- 
fore he would tell him fairly upon what condition he should 
have his support, whenever he came into office. The con- 
dition was, that he would retradl two thirds of all he had 
ever said since he had been in opposition, and disavow every 
one of his present political principles. 

Mr. Burke took the honourable gentleman at his word, 
and said, he did not at all wonder at his warmly supporting 
the present ministry, whose conduA so direftly met his poli- 
tical opinions \ for that it was the great charaderistic of the 
noble Lord in the blue ribbon, and his adherents, to eat 
their words, and to renounce their principles. Having made 
the most of this turn, Mr. Burke went into an argument of 
re&tation of all that had fidlen from Lord North and Lord 
Mulgrave j he particularly attacked the former noble Lord's 
quotation, and said, that it rather applied to the conduft of 
ministry, than to the condhA of his honourable friend who 
made the motion \ that it seemed to be the favourite plan of 
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admini^fa^tion, to remove towns, in order to place clephantsi 
ini their room; that thejhad burnt Norfolk, had burnt Olcl- 
Falmouthi had burnt Esopus, and meant to have burnt ^ 
Charles-town, merely to make room for the stables in which > 
the noble liord's elephants were to, be placed. That the 
noble Lord's reply, in answer to his honourable friend's quo- 
tation, respefting the equality of three angles of a triangle to 
two right angles, was a mere tu quoque^ the most pitiful re- 
ply that could be adverted to in controversy. 

He then confirmed, by a variety of references to fafts, that 
the noble Lord had not only broke his word to that house in 
every single promise he gave, but likewise to the only dutiful 
province in America, that of Nova Scotia, which closed in 
with the offer made in the conciliatory proposition of 1775. 
Tliey had in their legislative capacity accepted of the resolu- 
tion; they had petitioned Parliament. Parliament had taken 
their case into consideration, and proceeded so far. as to 
come to resolutions for the purpose of bringing in a bill. A 
bill was aftually ordered to be brought in ; but was after- 
wards never heard of. Thus, whether Parliament, or the 
people of Nova Scotia were concerned, the noble Lord ii| 
the blue ribbon, in the language of his honourable friend^ . 
had afted with perfidy and deceit; How then was it possi^ 
ble for America to trust to the assurances of such a man, or 
any promises or engagements made by an assembly, whose 
deliberations he was presumed to sway and diredl ? To the 
Parliament of Great Britain he had pledged himself upon- his 
honour never to grant broader concessions than those conr 
tained in his conciliatory proposition. To the council and 
representatives of the province of Nova Scotia he held out 
the same proposition, as the basis of all future political con* 
nection between the province and the parent state. On the 
whole, his Lordship had forfeited his word with the British 
Parliament. He had offered to the Thirteen United States - 
what they refused to accept of; and had refused to grant tO' 
the loyal province of Nova Scotia what he offered, and they 
were willing and immediately ready to accept of. 

He laughed at the honourable gentleman's [Mr. Vyner] 
mention of the exertion and vigour of ministry, ridiculing 
Lord North's personal character of indolence, which, he said, 
was to be taken as the barometer of ministerial exertion and 
ministerial vigour. He declared, that so far from aiming at 
the places of the present ministry, he knew not one gentleman 
on his side of the house who a<^l:ed on so mean and mercc- 
zi'dry-a. principle y that, in faft, administration had brought 
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the country into so disgraceful and desperate a situation, that 
their places were not worth accepting, and were places of 
great danger. He concluded his speech with giving his 
hearty assent to the motion. 

Mr. Dundas [Lord Advocate] began with saying, that if it 
was fair for opposition to impute charges of criminality, and 
charges deserving censure, to ministers, it was equally fair 
for him to impute similar charges to op^wsition ; tliat oppo- 
sition rested their charges merely on unproved assertion; 
that, on the contrary, the defence of ministry was founded on 
well-known and well-ascertained fafts; that our success, since 
the commencement of hostilities with France, was an ample 
justification of their conduct 5 that the trade of France was 
almost ruined, by our repeated captures of their merchant- 
men ; that the capture of St. Lucie was an undeniable proof 
of the aftivity of ministry, and the secrecy of their opera- 
tions ; that he was last year one of those who had differed 
greatly from ministry in opinion, respecting the measure of 
sending out commissioners to America ; that he thei;i thought 
it exceedingly wrong to make any further concession •, he 
was now, however, ready to acknowledge, that the ministry 
a&ed most wisely in that rcspeft; the measure was highly 
necessary, and the event of it shewed, that it was highly ex- 
pedient and useful. That single occurrence had reconciled 
many jarring opinions, and united most men in one sentiment 
reacting America \ the argument that they were fighting 
for freedom would no longer hold; it was now evident, that 
there was a settled disgust against this country in America ; 
that the •Americans wished to separate from any connection 
with us, and would go any lengths to effeft such a separation. 
When France made her treaty known by the rescript deli- 
yered to Lord Weymouth by the Marquis de Noailles, he was 
perfeCUy convinced France did not imagine we should com- 
mence hostilities against her, but had been induced to be- 
lieve that this country was tired of the American war, and 
would he glad of any pretence for abandoning it, and acknow- 
ledging the independency of those colonies who called them- 
selves the United States. France had seen the difference, 
and he did not doubt she was heartily sick of her treaty ; if 
she were not, a vigorous continuance of operations against 
her and against America, would make both the one and the 
other wish for a dissolution of their treaty. America, at pre- 
sent, owed more than she could pay. Her debt was enor- 
mous. The present ministry were almost sure of success if 
they pursued the American war with vigour, which he hoped 
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was their design, and in tliat case he scrupled not to .declare 
that they deserved the support of every good subjeft. With ro- 
gard to the present motion, it would be right, before any 
gentleman gave his vote either for or against it, to recoiled 
the precise dates of the various transaftions to which it re- 
ferred, a circumstance that had not been adverted to in the 
early part of the debate. He then pointed out the days of the 
month, and the months in which Mons. D'Estaing sailed ; in 
which the orders were sent out to Philadelphia; in which Lord 
Howe sailed from Sandy Hook in pursuit of Mons. D'Estaing, 
and in which Admiral Byron was dispatched to follow Count 
D'Estaing, inferring from the whole, that the present ministers 
had afted with a proper degree of caution, aftivity, and vigour. 
Lord Howe rose next, and said, that notwithstanding the 
delicacy of his situation respefting the present question, and 
the embarrassment which he must necessarily feel in sp^iing 
to a matter which so nearly concerned himself, that he could 
not sit silent after what had fallen from the learned and ho- 
nourable gentleman who spoke last, and the noble Lord who 
had a seat at the admiralty-board. The noble Lord had said^ 
that two ships had been sent out to him previous to the sail- 
ing of Admiral Byron to America. It was very true, two 
ships were sent out, but not as a reinforcement; on the con- 
trary, the ships were sent out with express orders to him to 
send them back ;' tlie one of them brought the commissioners, 
and the orders respedling that ship were, if the commis- 
sioners found it necessary to stay but a short time in America, 
they were to come back in the ship that brought them ; if 
they thought it proper for them to continue in the country, 
another ship was to be sent home immediately of the same 
size and number of guns ; and the same direftions were 
given rcspedting the other ship ; so that his fleet was not in 
the least reinforced by the two ships mentioned by the noble 
Lord. "When Philadelphia was evacuated, and he was sailing 
down tlie Delaware, he was met by a packet from England, 
which brouglit him advice of the destination of the fleet of 
Mons. D'Evtaing, and fresh instructions ; the packet also told 
him^ that she had, within a fortnight, been chaced for two 
days by the French fleet, so tliat they could not be far off 
oandy-Hook; at that time he was preparing to comply with 
some orders he had lately received, to dispatch all his fleet but 
three ships on an expedition to the West Indies. He was left 
entirely in doubt, benveen his old and his new instru6lions, 
the latter not correcting or contradidting the former; the 
circumstances o£ afifaii's, however, induced 'him to consider 
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rhe situation of the army, and to colleA all the maritime 
force in those seas, to prepare both for his defence and for an 
attack on Mons. D^Estaing, in case ^uch a matter appeared, 
either from the situation of the French fleet, or from cir- 
cumstances, adviseable. He said, that had the French fleet 
got to Sandy-Hook, all the naval force that England could 
send out, could not have saved the army, who must have been 
starved, as the victuallers could not in that case have reached 
the port of New- York, and the supplies would have been ef- 
fe£hially cut ofi^. He mentioned the arrival of one of Ad- 
miral Byron's fleet, which brought him information, that the 
fleet was destined to New-York, although his last instruAioas 
gave him to understand that Admiral Byron's fleet were to 
rendezvous at Halifax. His Lordship complained greatly of 
the treatment which he had experienced at the hands of the 
firstLordof the Admiralty, and of the attacks on his charac- 
ter which had been made in the newspapers, and which he 
had no doubt were encouraged by those in power. He said, 
he was aware that newspaper writers were generally held in 
contempt 5 but he begged leave to observe, that an officer's 
fame was easily sullied, and that it was a principle in mathe- 
matics, that the smallest individual atom of matter might af- 
feft the motion of a large and powerful body. He conceived, 
where officers, even if they had erred, had only erred in 
judgment respecting trifles, and had not been guilty of any 
fiiult essentially mischievous or detrimental to the. general 
welfare of the state, it was the duty of ministers to support 
them, and bear them through against every attack. He con- 
cluded with asserting, that a reinforcement of five or seven 
ships ought at any rate to have been sent him as soon as the 
. equipment of the Toulon fleet was known; that had it not 
been for the providential circumstance of Count D'Estaing's 
squadron being injured by a storm, and the safe arrival of 
the packet which brought him the news of the destination of 
the Toulon fleet, and enabled him to make some sort of pre- 
paration, both the fleet and army must have fallen sacrifices; 
for these reasons his Lordship said he should vote for the 
motion. ^ 

Gov. Johnstone said, that until he had heard an honourable 
admiral [Admiral Keppel] in his place, upon a former debate 
declare, "That after administration had received intelli- 
gence concerning tlie destination of the Toulon squadron, 
he, the admiral, was of opinion, that the ministers had dpne 
everything in their power to assist Lord Howe; that they 
had not force sufficient to send a fleet to the Mediterranean; 
that besides, it would have been too late to stop the Toulon 
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squadron at the Straits mouth, after intelligefice had been 
received of their sailing •, and to have sent off a -squadron 
for North America, before it was evident, from the course 
D'Estaing held, that he was bound to North America, 
would have been equally wrong and imprudent ; and that 
from the moment the frigates arrived, marking D'Estaing's 
destination, every dispatch was used in sending Admiral By- 
ron, and therefore respefting that transaftion he could not 
blame them. 

He then proceeded thus : I say, before I heard this opinion 
solemnly delivered by so able an officer, who was then at the 
head of the fleet, and who was probably consulted, I never 
entertained a doubt that adniinistratioh were highly to blame 
in not previously sending a reinforcement of five ships of the 
line to Lord Howe: undoubtedly, after so respeftable an au- 
thority, gentlemen ought to weigh the circumstances well be- 
fore they pronounce a censure upon the conduft of ministers^ 
who were supported by so able an opinion in the arrange- 
ments they had made. But I, who do not form my deci- 
sions on the mere opinions of others, and am not apt to 
change my sentiments unless I am convinced by sound ar- 
gument, do still maintain, that administration ought to have 
sent off five ships of the line to North America, the moment 
they received the intelligence that rendered it probable lyE- 
staign was bound there. That intelligence, added to many 
other circumstances, shewed to a degree of demonstratiiMi) 
that the Toulon squadron could be bound to no other place. 
Mr. Dean, the agent for the Congress, was on board : Mr. 
Gerard, who had signed the treaty with the American depu- 
ties, was on board 5 much merchandize was embarked ; the 
fate of our own fleet and of our own army were at stake; the 
principal objeft of the war depended on preventing any bad 
effefts which this squadron might produce in North America 
without a timely reinforcement, and therefore every thing 
called for the measure which I contend should have been 
adopted ; for although I am far from thinking the conse- 
quences would have been so fatal as the noble Lord who 
spoke last, and other gentlemen, h^ve painted them in the 
course oF the debate, or that we were totally destitute of the 
means of resistance, if the^squadron then under the command 
of Lord Howe had been colledled, as administration had rear 
son to suppose, yet in that case the decision would have be^n 
doubtful, and with the chance against us, and upon any urf- 
favourable event, the blow would have been so severe, thit 
it is not probable we should have recovered from the effefts 
during the war 5 and therefore the lisc^'t'w^s such^that no pru- 
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dent mcUp' having the conduA of national aSTairS) should 
Jbave haz^ded the consequences, especially when they had 
both the i!neans of avoiding it with certainty, and the chance 
Qf d^troying the Toulon squadron. But, Sir, I will always 
hftfair in my arguments ; I impute this delay to the unjust 
f^rs that were then propagated, and are still propagated, with 
^iricw to stop the vigorous exertions of government, of the 
dreadful consequences in case the French should enter the 
channel with a superior fleet. For my own part, I have no 
auch dreadful apprehension froin such a measure ; I wish I saw 
them there with even four or five sliips superior, I would 
give them this advantage to have the chance of more benefi- 
cial consequences. I remember this situation, so much dread- 
ed) happened within my own memory. When I went first 
tOisea, in the year 1744?, the French got as high as Dungeness \ 
but the exertions at that time, as we should find them again 
Ott a similar occasion, soon fitted out old gu^rd-ships, hulks, 
and every thing capable of bearing a battery, till wc were 
aUe to, face them in six or eight days. The enemy escaped 
by mismanagement ; but in case they had come to an engage- 
ment then, or shall ever venture a battle hereafter in the Chan- 
inelf let it be remembered, that Nature has given us numerous 
pcms in the Channel for the prote£tion of the largest ships, 
wtulc the French, on the contrary, as if Providence intended 
>re should be the mistress of the narrow seas, have not one 
port from Ushant to Graveline which a line of battle ship can 
enter. As westerly winds in general prevail, what then is 
to become of disabled ships in the event of a well-fought bat- 
tle:? They must run to Norway or Denmark, the very place 
where I should wish to see them safely lodged, entirely out 
of the way of injuring us. 

.. . As I differ frdm the noble Lord who spoke last in almost 
C»ery thing he has said, I will consider the heads of his dis- 
^»urse separately, and give my reasons to the house for this 
"disagreement. His Lordship first alledges, that no reirtforce- 
ment was sent to him, because of the two line of battle 
ships mentioned by the noble Lord at the admiralty, one was 
intended to attend on the commissioners in case they thought 
proper to return immediately, and the other was destined to 
wing his Lordship home ; still the two ships. Trident and 
Ardent, were there ; the admiralty had a right to reckon upon 
them, afrit could not be supposed^hat either the commissioners, 
who sailed in the Trident from England a week later than 
D'Estaing sailed from Toulon, or the Ardent, who sailed 

with 
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with the convoy a little before them, could possibly have left 
the ports of North America before the packet, which sailed 
the 5th of May, would announce the approach of the French 
squadron, and therefore they were ships to be considered as on 
the spot, to be used and depended upon as the event has pro- 
ved. The admiralty had fiu-thcr reasons to expeft that the 
whole of Lord Howe's force would have been coUeAedy 
especially the two-decked ships, because they had sent his 
Lordship very early notice of the sailing of Monsieur la 
Motte Piquet, and of the certainty of a war with France : 
in this case his force was far from being despicable. Why 
the two-decked ships were not collected after two months no- 
tice, is a question on which I am persuaded his Lordship will 
be able to give very good reasons ; but here I acknowledge I 
am speaking from general information, without having seen 
the particular orders transniitted to him, which his Lordship 
states as being liable to two interpretations ; and this brings 
me naturally to remark the improper mode of our present 
proceeding, in proposing severe censures, without bpnginj^ 
the whole of the evidence necessary to understand the trans- 
action before us. I can vote upon the subjeft, because I aoi 
sufficiently acquainted with the fafts necessary to form my 
judgment ; but I question if an hundred members in the 
house know the aftual force Lord Howe had under his com- 
mand, or the confidence the admiralty could have that this 
force would be collefted, besides many other circumstances 
that should be in proof to form a judgment on the present 
question. 

The next point the noble Lord states, and the honourable 
gentleman who made*the motion has inforced the same argu- 
ment, is, that in case Mons. D'Estaing had found our army at 
Philadelphia, and our ships in the Delaware, that the army 
would have been starved, and the shipping destroyed. This 
opinion is general throughout the nation ; it has been favour- 
ed by the friends of administration, to enforce the wisdom 
of their measure in abandoning Philadelphia so opportunely 
as they did. It has been agreed to by this side of the house, 
to magnify the risk which our fleet and our army run by their 
bad management. But on this subjeft, as I may probably do 
on many others, I differ from them both. I maintain, as I 
always have done, that the abandoning Philadelphia at the 
moment we did, was most fatal to our aiFairs in North-Ame- 
rica ; and that supposing no such orders had been given, and 
Monsieur D'Estaing had arrived oft' the Delaware as he did, 
8 that 
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that neither the ships in that river, nor the army at Philadel- 
phia, run any risk from that circumstance, for six or eight 
'weeks at least, by whjch time we must have been relieved from 
any impressions of restraint, by the navigation of tliat river 
being interrupted. First, I say, that the navigation of that 
river is so intricate, that supposing the buoys cut away, the 
best pilots of the country could not have traced out the chan- 
nel, to have ascended the river with such ships as tliosc under 
Mens. D'Estaing, in eight or ten days. Next I assert, " that 
none of the 74 or 80 gun ships, without being lightened, 
could have passed the Hats, as the Trident went on ground 
twice, at the top of high water, not from missing the channel,' 
but from the shallowness of the water, and this ship draws 
three feet less water than any of the French 74 gun ships. 
Thirdly, I assert, that supposing Mons. D'Estaing, with his 
whole force, had aetually ascended the Delaware, above the 
flats, that all our ships, both men of war and transports, 
could have been moved, in safety, above the clrjvaux de frize; 
or the transports could have been removed above the chevaux 
de frize, and the ships of war moored in a half moon below, 
with flanking batteries en each side the river, wl.ich was in 
possession of our army. V/e should also have liad the ad- 
vantage of sending fire-ships down the stream among the ene- 
my. The river is not so broad as the Thames at Gravescnd, 
and D'Estaing, after passing through a hot fire in ascending, 
must have been repulsi^d in the same manner wiuch expe- 
rience has demonstrated we were capable of doing by the late 
attack at St. Lucia, v/here Admh'al Harrington, with a very 
inferior force indeed, has shewn what men, not willing to de- 
spair, can accomplish. For my own part, after considering 
the subjc6t on every point, again and again, I really think, so 
far from any danger by the direct application of ihc force of 
the enemy in the Delaware,, that there was hardly any risk 
from any thing that could have been done by them, in that 
river, against the resistance of our ships and army; New- 
York would have been the place in danger. But it is always to 
be remembered, if orders had not been given for leaving Phi- 
ladelphia, our great ships of war would not have been in the 
river Delaware, and therefore New- York was equally capa- 
ble of receiving the defence, which they actually did present 
Vhen D'Estaing came ofi^ that port : so that on every alter- 
native, the operations of his force would have been equally 
abortive. But the noble Lord says, the army would have 
been starved. To my knowledge there was five weeks pro- 
vision for the army at Philadelphia, and still greater quantities 
Vol. XI. R V^ 
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in the river, when we arrived there, though it had been deter- 
mined to leave the place. If General Clinton htd been to begin 
his Campaign in Pennsylvania, undoubtedly he would have had 
a larger stock of provisions in store there, and therefore it is 
not a just argument to confound the consequences of mixed 
plans. But as the case happened, five weeks provisions could, 
without hardship, have been prolonged to ten. The fertile 
countries of the Jerseys and Pennsylvania, and the lower coun- 
ties on the Delaware, would have been open to us, and all of 
them abounding in provisions. On the first movement of our 
troops, Washington must have crossed the Susquehanna, and 
left all those plentiful regions to our forage ; even as matters 
then stood, confining ourselves to Philadelphia, without an 
out-post, provisions came into the town in the greatest abun- 
dance. I have heard much of the starving and various dis- 
tresses which the army underwent since I came to England ; 
but I was an eye-witness to no such scenes of misery ; on the 
contrary, the* most plentiful markets I ever beheld were at 
Philadelphia and New-York. The troops lived as well as 
could be wished, and rather in too great abundance . for the 
hardy deeds of a soldier. Things were dear, but not from 
any want in the articles, but the great plenty of money cir- 
culated by such a fleet and such an army, with their several 
attendants. It is therefore clear that we did not escape the 
bad consequences that might be dreaded from the Toulon 
fleet, from the orders which were given for abandoning Phila- 
delphia ; on the contrary, the imminent danger, and greatest 
risk which we run, was from those very orders 5 for I admit, 
if D'Estaing had catched our ships at the critical moment 
after our army had abandoned Philadelphia, and when we 
were coming with the men of war and transports from the 
Delaware, the blow would have been most disastrous : nor 
can administration take any credit from those orders, without 
leaving themselves devoid of excuse in the present question \ 
for, surely, if they had ordered Philadelphia to be abandoned, 
with a view to the operations of the Toulon fleet, or any 
force that might be sent by France, they are doubly criminal 
in not sending timely reinforcements of ships to defeat the 
. views of the enemy, which they had so clearly foreseen : neither 
can administration claim the merit of the success of the troops 
in the West Indies, as the good efieft of that order which the 
learned Lord had ascribed to them j for in case those troops 
had sailed, as was intended, half would have been in their 
graves at this moment. They would have proceeded in the 
hurricane monti^ ^t the most sickly season. As the case has 

happened* 
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happened, they went in the most favourable season for perform- 
ing those voyages, and for active operations in that climate. 
I was equally willing the troops should have been employed 
in the West Indies in the winter time as the learned Lord, but 
I say they might equally have done what they have now per- 
formed, and have a6led four months in North America against 
the revolted colonies, at the most critical moment of our dis- 
pute, where retreat upon concession was fatal, to our cause. 
■ I shall now proceed to examine the other positions laid down 
by the noble Lord, and the subsequent conduft he held relative 
to those transadlions, as far as they refer to the subjeft now 
before us. — ^I know how justly high the charafter of the noble 
Lord stands for naval reputation; no man could esteem it in a 
higher degree than I did myself, before the transaction I am 
going to speak of. Perhaps my disappointment was the greater 
on that account, and tlie estimate I made of the force of the 
enemy was less, fromVhe opinion I had of the vice-admiral who 
commanded our fleet. I understand his conduft has received 
repeated applause from officers of high reputation in this 
house, while I was absent, from sickness ; but this shall not pre- 
vent me from speaking my own opinion freely on this and 
every other subjeft. I have been told the two noble admirals 
have been poiwing incense on each other's heads in very copi- 
ous streams. I agree they stand in the most respeftable light, 
on account of their former services ; and I also agree with my 
fiicnd below me, that in case any minister has been guilty of 
any improper conduft, that has driven such men from the ser- 
vice of the state, at tliis critical moment, when the exertions 
of all good men are so much wanted to. repel the common 
enemy, that such a minister should feel the indignation of this 
house, and of his comitry at large. But if it should appear, 
on the other hand, that any set of military men, in their se- 
, Veral pretensions, are become too high for the state, I hope 
there is. still left in the nation virtue and spirit sufficient to re- 
pel suchclaims, amd ability enough to be found in the naval de- 
partment to resist the power of our enemies, if they were dead. 
Administration has certainly great credit in dispatching the 
. two packets from Falmouth, to give the noble Lord notice of 
: the sailing of the Toulon squadron ^ and the packet that did 
j arrive in America having fallen in with that squadron, from 
. every particuiarLwhich the captain related, it was evident to 
. .me, beyond a-doitbt, that they were bound to sweep the coast 
7 of America, from Virginia northward. 

The packet, arrived the 29th of June, and certainly gave 
; sufficient tine for every preparation to be made for receiving 

R2 the 
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the cncmr, who did not arrive off New York till the 11 tK 
of July. Whether those preparations were made, or other- 
wise, is a question I shall not now enter into. I mean at 
present only to take notice of some assertions, in a pamphlet* 
that has been circulated with great industry, as preparatory 
to mislead our judgments in the question of to-day. I shadl 
make but very few quotations, so the house need not be 
alarmed, lest I should read the whole, as was done by another 
pamphlet in a former debate. 

This performance I can hardly attribute to the noble 
Lord to whom it relates : it is too fulsome flattery for me to 
suppose he had any share in it, or that he can give it the least 
countenance now 5 nor should I have envied his Lordship any 
of the praises bestowed by so idolatrous an author, if he had 
not taken notice of so insignificant a person as myself, and 
misrepresented my opinions. His patron might have enjoyed 
the glory of making a bridge of boats to pass the army over 
the rill that separates Sandy Hook from the main, with the 
assistance of all the boats from fifty sail of pendants, four 
hundred transports, and two hundred flat boats, without my 
interference. I am willing the house should understand this 
marvellous* work was equal to every thing in ancient story, 
and even superior to Caesar's bridge over the Rhine ; but in 
that part which respedls myself, I cannot so easily submit.. 
'Vhe. author begins by making an apology for obtruding on 
the public " the rough unpolished language of a seaman, lit- 
tle versed In the elegancies of composition, and unambitious 
of the praises of a brilliant didlion, or the smooth flow of 
well-rounded periods." I shall read but one quotation more 
of this flowery turgid performance, in order to shew that 
this pamphlet could never be the produ^lion b£ any seaman* 
In page 34 he says, " Majesty itself was brought forward to 
favour the deceit, after having been first deceived, and every 
meretricious artifice of pomp and shew put in praftice to 
cover our weakness, under the hands of our state quacks. 
The nation assumed the false and transient flush of a con- 
sumptive patient, while she languished interiorly, and her 
whole frame was menaced with speedy dissolution." 

After hearing such bombast, I suppose the house are suf- 
ficiently able to judge whether any rough seaman was con- 
cerned in this narrative. 

The 



* Candid Narrative of the Transadions of the Fleer under ikt 
command of Lord ilowe, in America, 
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The author, after stating the miserable, lamentable, af- 
frightened situation in which we were placed at New- York, 
proceeds in saying, page 15, " Yet a gentleman, who at that 
time obtruded himself into the society of those officers, who, 
in their company, was the loudest in bewailing our deplora- 
ble situation, and the desperate card Lord Howe was forced to 
,play — ^^vhose inveftives against the first lord of the Admiralty, 
as evidently designing, by a delay of succours, to destroy or 
disgrace the vice admiral, were the most pointed and virulent. 
This gentleman now hesitates not to assert, that Lord Howe 
enjoyed a superiority over the French commander, and should 
be accountable to the public for not having availed himself of 
this superiority. I write not from the information of the 
shameless editor of the Morning Post. That he hath hazarded 
this assertion to men in power, I know from the most respedl- 
able authority. Yet this man was once a sea officer ? The 
lists of both fleets lie before the public ; let them Answer this 
no less upright commissioner, tli;in experienced captain. Nor 
can Governor Johnston be offi;nded if his assertions on this 
subject be esteemed, by the writer of this narrative, so rash 
and ignorant as to deserve no other refutation than what must 
occur to the meanest capacity — to those who are the least con- 
versant in navy matters. The same lists shall stand in oppo- 
sition, even to higher authority, to the authority of the great 
Jiord who so worthily presides over the navy department. For 
he too, from his place in Parliament, when called upon offici-^ 
ally to quiet the fears of the people, blushed not to have 
recourse to misinformation and falsehood." 

Now, Sir, I assert, before you and the whole world, that 
what is here imputed to me by the author of this pamphlet is 
not true. I never obtruded myself into the society of any set 
of men ; the moment I heard the French fleet had appeared, 
I thought it my duty to go down to Sandy-Hook in the night 
to offer my poor services ; neither did I ever bewail our de- 
plorable situation from the circumstance of the French squa- 
dron coming on the coast of America. I thought it a lucky 
circumstance. I expressed that sentiment to all with whom I 
conversed. I am glad I djd hot know the imminent danger 
we were In until I came to this city, the center of all true 
intelligence, otherwise I might have passed more uneasy hours. 
I also deny, that ever 1 asserted that Lord Howe had a supe- 
riority over the French squadron when they appeared off the 
port of New-York. If the noble Lord Cjjin remember any 
thing that passed between hirii and a person of so little conse- 
quence as myself, be nxust know, that so far from entertaining 
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that sentiment, when the noble Lord talked of gomg out of 
the harbour to give them battle, I said that I thought he was 
not of sufficient force to hazard an engagement j but I al- 
ways thought, with a proper disposition of his force, he was 
fiilly capable of defending the entrance of the harbour. 
What I said then, and what I assert now, is, that after the 
jimftion of the Cornwall 'of 74 guns, the Reasonable of 64, 
the Renown of 50, and the Centurion of 50, all heavy metal 
ships, Lord Howe was equal, if not superior in force to the 
French squadron. I give it also as my opinion, with deference 
to better judgments, that when his Lordship appeared oflE* 
Rhode-island, though he did not take the whole of his force 
with him, that he was fully equal to Monsieur D'Estaing, and 
I reckon in the following manner : — ^his fleet was the best 
manned that ever went to sea, commanded by brave, judici- 
ous officers ; the French were ill manned and sickly, and 
damaged upon entering and returning through the fire^of the 
batteries on Rhode-island. I shall read the list of the two 
squadrons, and the manner I class them : 



Guns, Pounders. 
I esteem 
The Cornwall of 74 18 and 32 1 



Eagle of 

and 
Experiment of 
Trident of 

and 
Roebuck of 
Reasonable of 

and 
Phoenix of 
Somerset of 
Nonsuch of 

and 
Richmond of 
St. Albans of 

and 
Venus of 
Ardent of 

and 
Pearl of 
Preston of 

and 
Apollo of 



64 18 



50 
64 

44 
64 

44 
70 
64 

32 
64 

36 
64 

32 
»50 



12 
18 

9 

18 

9 

18 
18 

12 
18 

12 
18 

12 
12 



24 

12' 
24' 

18^ 
24 ' 

18* 
32' 
24' 



24 



24 



24' 



match for the Casar of 74 
which was beat by the 
Isis of 50 guns. 

• for the Languedoc of 84! 



• for the Tonnante of 80 



• for the Guerrier of 74 



for the Heftor of 



74 



• for the Protefteur of 74 



for the Zelee of 



74 



32 12 



for the Marseilles of 74 



• for the Valiant of 64 
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Gutts* Pounders, ' Guns, 

Isisof 50 12 24j1 

and > for the Provence of 64? 

Vigilant^ 20 24 \ 

Centurion of 50 12 24 1 

and f For the Fantasque of 64 

Sphinx of 20 9 3 

and 
Rcnotm of 50 12 24 for the Sagittairc of 50 

[9 and 18 pounders*. 

But it may be said, although Lord Howe had a superiority^ 
by the addition of his heavy frigates, yet it was impossible 
they could be brought to ad in the disposition in which I 
have placed them. This I admit, but at the same time I 
contend, that Lord Howe had a complete line of heavy ships 
capable of lying along-side the French ships, and in half an 
hour's aftion, every one knows the line of battle must be 
broken, when all the frigates could come to have afted to the 
utmost of their force. If this is not admitted, it would be 
impossible for Lord Howe, or any othc officer, to have a- 
vailed himself of the advantage of any number of larger ships ; 
for supposing his frigates had all been fifty-gun ships, still no 
greater niunber than the ships opposed to the enemy's line can 
aA at the beginning, until they are broken and scattered, 
which must always happen, as I said before, in half an hour, 
iii every sea engagement. The generality of mankind are 
confounded in their opinions by the weight of metal, and 
the number of guns stated, without knowing the real circum- 

R 4 stances 

• Lord Howe had, besides. these, the Nautilus sloop of l8 guns. 
Carcass and Thunder bombs, Strombolo, Sulphur, and Volcano fire- 
ships, four row gallies, and two tenders, besides the Leviathan, 
capable of mounting 70 guns, and a^nally carrying 44 guns, left 
at Sandy Hook ; and the Nabob and Supply, two old East India 
ships, taken into his Majesty's service, and mounting 36 guns each, 
and 226 men, who sailed with the fleet, but which Lord Howe 
sent to the West Indies. If too weak, why leave the Leviathan 
behind ? Why detach the Nabob and Supply ? Will any seaman 
say that the ships, as they are arranged, can be deemed inferior in 
any point of the line ? But the Languedcic was dismasted, and lost 
her rudder in the storm. The Marseilles was dismasted in the 
storm. The Caesar was beaten by the Isis, and driven to Boston. 
The Monmouth of 64 guns, another of Byron's squadron, had 
joined Lord Howe at Sandy Hook on the 1 8th, yet D'Estaing lay 
at anchor in the open sea for eJgHt days, where he raised jury masts, 
within twenty leagues of Saody Hook. Lord Howe waited from 
the 17th to the 24th of August before he follovt^d^ tlvou^^kha iuLdL 
ihen confessedly so superior a force. 
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stances attending those apparent disproportions. I reckon an 
English sixty-four gun ship a match for any seventy-fbur- 
gun ship out of France. The difference between the afhial 
force of two such ships is not so much as people imz^gine. They 
generally count the difference of ten guns, but in faft the 
difference upon the real efHcient batteries is only two guns ;. 
the rest arises from the guns on the quarter-deck and fore- 
castle, which are light, and are' not of such consequence, 
and are often in the way of working the ship. Rcspcfting 
the weight of metal, I think the English sixty-four has 
a great advantage over the French seventy-four. Experi- 
ence has convinced mc, that the French thirty-six poundd? 
(equal to our forty-two pounder) is a gun that cannot be 
managed sufficiently quick. Whatever gun is above the siz© 
of being loaded by one man to a spunge, and breeched about 
by one man to a handspike, I esteem too large for a<^ion. I 
believe the eighteen and twenty-four pounders,' which all 
our sixty-four gun-ships carried, to be the fittest guns for use 
in a close engagement ; the quickness of their fire, and the 
certainty of pointing them well and easily, does more than 
compensate for the difference of damage when they hit. I 
do not say this will be the case in an engagement like Mr^ 
Keppci's, on contrary tacks, where the ships came up scat* 
tered, and tiic enemy have time to load again before they meet. 
Here the heavy grape-shot does great mischief to the sails and 
rigging. I sp^ak of a close engagement on the same tack, in 
the usual manner. I think also, that one of our new fifty- 
gun ships, with twelve and twenty-four pounders, is nearly 
a match for a French sixty-four. What happened in this 
very transa(Si:ion will vindicate my opinion. The Isis, one 
of the worst of the fifty-gun ships of Lord Howe's squadron, 
fell ill with the Ca;sar, the finest seventy-four of D'Estaing's 
fleet, and a iiag ship too, and in a fair engagement the Isis beat 
tiic Caesar. Much praise is undoubtedly due to the captain, 
officers and seamen of the Isis, for this extraordinary gallant 
allien, but it shews at the same time.tliat my opinions are 
not extravagant. The Jupiter, one of our fifty-gun ships, 
very ill manned, has lately had an engagement with the IVi- 
dcnt (;f sixty-four guns, and tlie issue has been favourable 
to my opinion. The battle was drawn without any claim to , 
a superiority by the French slnp. I could give many proofs in 
tAC history of naval cn^>;ap;cments, that my opinion is justified 
by experience, nor Jo 1 know any instance where it can be 
contA\iJi(fted upon any tri.il that has hem made. But the 
house will observe, by the list of the squadrons which I have 
3 "^^"^^^ 
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read, that no such disproportion of force existed, because any 
diiFerence that may appear in the ships of the line, was fully 
compensated by the assistance they would derive from the fri- 
gates, three of which were of two decks, and one [the Vigi- 
lant] an old India ship, of twenty twenty-four pounders. 
All the others, excepting the Sphynx, were heavy metal fri- 
gates, of thirty-six and thirty-two guns, carrying twelve 
pounders on their main battery. These, Sir, are the opi- 
nions which I am ready to avow, but which I should not 
have offered to the house, if the pamplilet I have read had 
not quoted them untruly. I acknowledge I have frequently 
repeated these sentiments to all my acquaintance, both here 
and at New York ; but I have never pressed them upon any 
of the members of administration, with whom I have had 
very little conversation on the subjedl ; and whenever I have 
mentioned them to others, I have always spoken my senti- 
ments as I do now, with due deference for the charadler of 
the noble Lord, and a proper diffidence in my own judg- 
ment : at the same time I have a certain conviftion in my 
own mind of the truth of what I advance. 

I am still at a loss to know whether the noble Lord himself 
really tTiought his squadron was inferior in force to that of 
Monsieur D'Estaing. I have never heard this asserted by 
any officer who served in the fleet. I have always heard 
it alledged, that his Lordship was manoeuvering for the 
wind; and meant to give D'Estaing battle, but was pre* 
vented by the storm. If so, I conclude he expetlcd to de-i 
feat his opponent, which would have proved his superiority ; 
and I sincerely believe this would have been the case had the 
two squadrons engaged. 

As to all the dreadful consequences of famine, or surrender 
of the army, which the noble Lord has enumerated, suppos- 
ing Monsieur D'Estaing had got possession of Sandy-Hook, 
I cannot subscribe to them in the extent he has stated. I 
have been informed, that by driving Long Island, there would 
have been found six months suboisience for the troops, besides 
the various means of obtaining supplies through the Sound, 
while the blockade of the port could not have continued 
without relief above six or eight weeks at most. 

As. to the manner in which this motion has been supported 
by my honourable friend who moved it, although I shall vote 
with him on the question being put, yet I cannot agree in the 
reasons he has given to induce others to join with us. I vote 
for the reasons I have given myself, and not for any he has 
uttered 5 indeed I cannot help remarking, that my honour- 
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able friend, who is the closest reasoner I ever knew, and the 
most accurate relater of any fa6t in the course of his argument, 
has, in my apprehension, failed in both these particulars this 
day. He admits that his premises are false, and yet he says, 
that those who voted on the former question, and the mem- 
bers of administration in particular, who alledged we had 
forty-two ships of the line ready last spring, are bound to vote 
with him now, or, in other words, all that voted the one 
way before, are bound to vote the other way now. This is 
2 curious method of obtaining a majority, and notwithstanding 
the explanation of this figure of rhetoric by his eloquent 
friend, that we are catched in the two horns of a dilemma, I 
acknowledge my stupidity in not comprehending the force of 
this manner of reasoning, or the propriety of a motion com- 
ing from a man who admits the principal faft, on which he 
founds liis conclusion, to be false* My argument is diffe- 
rent ; for I maintain, whether we had forty-two ships of the 
line ready, or a lesser number, the safety of our army, and 
the security of our affairs in North America, demanded we 
should have run the risk of sending oiT a small detachment to 
Lord Howe. 

The matter of fact which my honourable friend has mis- 
quoted, respedts the proposals for the basis of treating, in the 
first lett«T from the commissioners to the Congress. After 
stating that tlie commissioners had renounced all, which, by 
the by, is the best reason I have heard for his favourite 
tloch-inc of yielding iruicpcndcnce, he alledges we had speci- 
fically oftercd a free trade with all the world. Now the 
wcrJp of the comraissioncrs' letter upon that article is, " to 
extend every freedom to trade, that our respective interests 
can rccjuii-c;'' by which it is plain, the subjedl was open to 
a full discussion of the Congress. 

It is true, in a subsequent declaration which I did not sign, 
t^c other commisrjioners say " they were authorized and de- 
sirous to extend every freedom to trade." 

But this enumeration has a clear reference to the specific 
\7ords in ti\e first letter ; and I can declare for one, it never 
ivas my intention to admit of foreign ships trading to the 
ports of North America j but I meant, as far as our powers 
extended, to remove every unnecessary clog on the comi- 
merce of tlie Americans, ni.my of vv^hich restraints I believe 
to CMist without any benefit to this nation. 

Before I sit dov/n, there is one word in the motion, which 

I sjiali move to amend *, it is the epithet gross. I think the 

motion will run in a more dignified parliamentary style with- 

out it, mid I hate gross epithets m p\\\A\c -ftQc^^ivcv^^. ^^Tvia 
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rcspeft to the other motion that is to follow, I cannot con- 
ceive upon what principle of consistency it can be moved by 
the same person who proposes the present motion. I cannot 
be of opinion, that the ministers were to blame for not sending 
a fleet to Gibraltar, and a reinforcement to North America, at 
the same time. They ought to have done the oHe or the other, 
I admit, but not both ; and whoever moves a censure on their 
xrondud, should choose which of the two he prefers as the 
measure they ought to have adopted. I shall dierefore hope 
my honourable friend will not offer his last motion to the 
house, or in case he does, that it may be rejefted. 

Lord Howe rose to reply 5 he said, from what the honour- 
able gentleman had thrown out relative to the pamphlet, it 
was pretty evident he either thought that he had been cpn- 
cerned in writing it, or that it was written with his cogni- . 
zance : he assured the honourable gentleman, that neither 
was the case ; he had not seen nor had he heard of the pam- 
phlet, till it was received by him at his country-house ; he 
did, however, guess at the author, for whom he would say 
thus much, that his assertion relative to the honourable gen- 
tleman was so far near the truth, that when he was in Ame- 
rica, he had been told that the honourable gentleman had 
there said, he thought him superior in force to Monsieur 
D'Estaing. The honourable gentleman liad now declared to 
the house, that his fleet was excellently manned. He beg- 
cd leave to assert the contrary ; his fleet was very far from 
being well manned: it was true, when the alarm of the Toulon 
squadron being near the Hook w^s first given, all sorts of 
persons, many who had been to sea, and many who had ne- 
ver been on ship-board, came down with the greatest alacrity, 
and offered their service on board the fleet ; he should be un- 
grateful in the highest degree, if he did not give them infi- 
nite credit for their spirited condu<St on the occasion ; but he 
should be unworthy to hold a naval command, if he deemed 
ships so filled, ships well manned. The consequence proved 
it ; for each time he put to sea, and sailed after D'Estaing, 
his sick increased amazingly, and he was obliged to land 
them, once upwards of 360 at a time, in order for their re- 
covery, and to prevent those who were well on board the fleet 
from being encumbered, in case of an aftion, which was 
what they expe<Sted every day. Indeed, as he went out ex- 
pressly to fight D'Estaing, and as the fleets were on the point 
of engaging, when Monsieur D'Estaing suddenly altered his 
course, and bearing away to the southward, was soon, from 
the state of the weather, out of sight, the honourable gcn^ 
tleman had lio right to say, thjtt evciY tlun^ "w^s \iol d<yaft. 
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that the nature of affairs would admit, to bring the Toulon 
squadron to adlion. 

He understood, indeed, that the gentleman had quitted 
the profession for some time ; but that a man who had ever 
been in it, should have ao totally lost all ideas of it, ai 
to talk of piecing out a line of battle with frigates, a^ 
gainst a great heavy line of the enemy of much superior 
ships, he did not know what term to give to such argu- 
ment. The gentleman had talked of fifty and sixty-gun ships 
being equal to seventy-fours ; and that a small ship, sup- 
ported by a frigate, could beat a large ship. Possibly, his 
Lordship said, in a single engagement : and possibly also, a 
smaller ship might singly engage a much larger one with sup- 
cess, by the superior gallantry of commanders and men — 
But to transfer this reasoning, uncertain in the case even o| 
single ships, to a general engagement in a great line of bat«* 
tie, no man could argue so who knew what a line of battle 
was y for that in such a case, the frigates probably could not 
a<^ at all ; and the smaller vessels certainly with increased dis- 
advantage, against the combined and greatly multiplied force 
of the superior line. 

His Lordship took notice of the insinuation, of growing 
too great for the state. His Lordship assured the house, that 
no man felt more ardour to serve his country than he did ; 
but he begged that, as men of consideration and honour, they 
v/ould weigh the circumstances of the case he should suppose 
to them. If an officer who accepts a command, in America 
suppose, is thwarted, disappointed and deceived in that com-» 
mand by the minister for the American department ; if an 
officer who is appointed to a naval command, meets with no- 
thing but neglects ?.nd injuries from the admiralty ; if the first 
Lord of th?t department sets all his power against all the credit 
and charadlcr of that officer ; I can prove what I suppose, 
and will go into the proof whenever the house pleases. 

The honourable gentleman had asserted, that New York 
was able to defend itself; that the fleet might have been hauled 
»ip the rivcr^ and the banks lined with men to annoy the ene- 
my, and at least keep them off 'till Admiral Byron came to 
the assistance of the whole ; New York, the mere port of 
New York, v/as totally out of the question ; it was not worth 
a moment's consklcnitlon; tlie army was the objedl to be taken 
care of, and if the iltet had been so hauled up the river, what 
v;as to become of all the victualling transports from Great 
Britain and elsewhere, of the packets, and a variety of other 
vessels d'ciily to be "exp^fted, and materially necessary to be 
provided for ? 
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His Lordship concluded — I feel myself professionally called 
upon ; — but I should not mention my rank in the service, 
nor allude to any little abilities or experience I may possess in 
it, if I could not support my opinion by argument, and ap- 
peal for its undeniable certainty to every seaman who knows 
what service is. — I can, therefore, assure the gentleman, that 
Admiral Howe will not apply to Captain Johnstone to in- 
stnidt him in the elements of his profession. 

Governor Johnstone^ in reply, declared, alt;hough he was no 
more than Captain Johnstone, that he would not give up his 
experience to Admiral Howe, or any other admiral whatever; 
he had seen as much service as the noble I^ord, and had been 
in more battles. What he had offered relative to the alfair 
between the English and French Heets, on the arrival of 
the latter off Sandy Hook, he submitted to the house as his 
opinion ; an opinion not theoretically formed, but founded 
on professional knowledge ; nothing that had fallen from the 
noble Lord had afforded him the least reason for altering his 
sentiments ; and he so far differed from the noble Lord, that 
instead of refusing to serve in this moment of public exi- 
gency, he would take any command that should be offered 
to him : many gentlemen in that house well knew that at 
the commencement of the American war, he would not have 
accepted of any employ against that country, because he 
thought the war unjust in its end, and oppressive in its prin- 
ciple and mode of carrying on 5 the case was now materially 
altered 5 this country had done every thing which became 
her, to convince America of her readiness to a^R:, respc<5HDg 
the United States, with lenity, with moderation, and v.'ith 
justice. France had perfidiously broken her treaties, and se- 
duced America into an offensive league against Great Bri- 
tain ; in such a crisis, it behoved every man who felt properly 
for the injured honour of his country, to step forward and 
offer his service ; he for one* was ready to exert his utmost 
abilities in any capacity that government might think proper 
to employ him. If his country chilled for his services, so far 
from attempting to prescribe the condition on which he would 
serve, he would accept even the command of a biimboat \ 

Lord George Germmne avowed having himself altered the 
destination of Byron's squadron from Hahfax to New York, 
and having himself sent the dispatches by packets, instead of 
by transports under convoy, both which alterations he ac- 
counted for on the grounds of necessity and sound policy. 
His Lordship said, that ministry had been deceived by Mon- 
sieur la Mothe Piquet, and that Monsieur Gerard's going on 
board a ship of the Toulon squadron might be a mere feint, 
and ought not by any men in ofiice lo \it -jid^WX^^ -as* 'ixvxbxv- 
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deniable proof that the fleet were destined for America. Hij 
Lordsh;p spoke to the condudi: of the commissioners, and, in 
contradiction to what Mr. Fox had said in his opening, de- 
nied that the commissioners had given up every thing. 

He acknowledged, that the situation of public aflSirs was 
such as to render it necessary to make concessions to Amexi- 
ca ; but since the Congress had rejected those terms, and com« 
mitted their cause to the events of war, he did not think 
that this country was by any means bound to abide by those 
terms, should success on our part entitle us to insist upon 
better terms. 

Colonel Barre charged the noble Lord in the blue ribbon, 
and his .coadjutors, with aiming, like assassins, at the life of 
Admiral Keppel. He drew a parallel between Governor 
Johnstone's having ventured to hold a professional opinion^ 
in opposition to the judgement of Lord Howe, and Admiral 
Palliser's calling in question the conduft of his command- 
ing ofiicer. Admiral Keppel. 

General Conway said, he thought the noble Lord's assertion, 
that this country was not bound to abide by her terms of last 
year, was a most alarming declaration. He said he saw very 
clearly that such an assertion might do infinite mischief, and 
he hoped the noble Lord would say something in palliation, 
and not suffer an assertion, which tended to insinuate that 
this country had no sincerity, and never meant to keep her 
faith, to go out of the house, much more to reach America, 
where it would spread great alarm, and might aggravate and 
increase the animosities that at present subsisted between the 
two countries. After discussing both sides of die case, the 
General said he thought he could not, with any regard to truth 
and reason, avoid giving his vote for the motion. 

Sir John JFrottesIey dechrcd he was not a little amazed at 
what the honourable gentleman over the way [Governor 
Johnstone] had said, relative to the great plenty which he 
saw at Philadelphia when he was there : that he had him- 
self shared in the distresses of the army, and so far from enjoy- 
ing the luxuries of the table, which the honourable gentle- 
man had described to abound in America, he had often ex- 
perienced the greatest difficulty to obtain even the necessaries 
of life. He likewise had never heard of the quantity of bread, 
or the six months provisions on Rhode Island, which the ho- 
nourable gentleman had talked of. 

Mr. Fox laugliedat Governor Johnstone's idea of matching 

a small ship and a frigate against a French eighty, and ridiculed 

the doctrine that small ships were more powerful than large 

ships of the line, and which c^kitkd 2l heavier weight of 
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metal ; observing, that if the faft were as the honourable 
gentleman stated it, (that a 50 gun ship of ours was equal 
to a French 64^,) by a parity of reasoning, our frigates were 
the most serviceable ships, in point of tonnage and size of. 
guns, of any in the navy ; and that Lord Torringtbn, Lord 
Ansoh, Lord Hawke, and other seamen who had presided at 
Ae board of admiralty, had most egregiously erred, and grossly 
mis-spent the public money in building 74? gun ships, 80 gun 
ships, and first rate men of war. 

The house divided on the first motion: for it 135 j against 
it 209. 

March 23 and 25. 
No debate. 

March 2Xy.- 
Mr. Hartley moved, "That it be an instruftion to the 
committee, that they do not provide for the sum of 535,701/. 
7/. l\d. one of the articles of the extraordinaries of the army, 
referred to the said committee, as applied and invested in the 
purchase of Spanish and Portugal coins for the use and ser\'ice • 
of his Majesty's forces in North America, until this house 
shall have made a further enquiry into the expenditure of the 
same) and vouchers have been presented to this house rela- 
tive thereto." He prefaced his motion with an argument re- 
specting the nature of the estimate of the extraordinaries of 
the army then on the table. He said that there were 7000 
provincials in the service and pay of this country, of which 
the ministry took not the smallest notice •, that in faft their 
method was to come year after year to that house, and desire 
the house to vote immense sums without ever giving an ac- 
count how those siuns were applied. That it looked like 
suppressing the 7000 provincials, and concealing from the 
house that they were paid by Great Britain. He, therefore, 
m resistance of so unconstitutional and irregular a proceeding, 
took the proper parliamentary mode of revising to grant 
more money till he knew how what had been granted had 
been applied. He complained that the army accounts were 
not adjusted for full fifteen years after the money was voted 
and issued for the army service. 

lAoriiNorth said, that it was impossible to give exaft accounts 
of the expenditure, for they had them not themselves. That 
the only accounts that they could give Parliament was an ac- 
count of the issues of the money. That the comjnander in 
chief drew for it, and applied it. That the house well knew 
we had many provincials in our service and pay. That the 
present number was 7000, and he heartily %vishc J there were 
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more. Tliat they were the best soldiers for the American ser- 
vice 5 they cost us nothing transporting, and they made up 
so much s>trength gained from the enemy, which was a dou- 
ble advantage. He assured the honourable gentleman, that 
ministers had no intention of keeping the knov/Iedge of them 
from Parliament. That he verily believed it would be the 
most difficult thing to conceal an army, and that no army- 
had been concealed since the time of Mr. Bayes in the Re- 
hearsal. He acknowledged Parliament had a right to an ac- 
count, as soon as it could be^niade out, of the application ol 
the money voted for the extraordinaries of the army, but he 
should be obliged to oppose the present motion. 

Sir ^ciam Fcrgusson did not approve of the motion, because 
he thought it premature ; but he saw the necessity of appoint- 
ing a committee to consider of some better and shorter me- 
thod of stating and passing the public accounts. 

General Conway was of the same opinion. 

Sir Philip Jentiings Clei^e said, he could prove, by wit- 
nesses whom he could bring to the bar, "that the noble 
Lord had not accepted of the lowest terms that were offered 
him for furnishing the camps with hay, oats, and bread, last 
summer 5 he accepted of the highest terms. He could not plead 
in favour of this, that the respovElability of the man was the 
cause of his predilection, since very high and loud complaints 
had been made against him from every quarter. Many 
other instances of a similar nature he could prove at the bar 
or the house, if permitted. 

Colonel Barrc recalled to the attention of the house tlie 
rum contradl, which was not, he said, the only point of" 
criminality that came out .in the committee appointed last 
year against the noble Lord, but that of itself was sufficient 
to have induced that house to have a^ed much more solemn* 
ly in the matter. He could not help thinking it strange thiat 
his Lordship, in the \ery first contra<^ he ever made, should 
be so imposed upon as to buy an article at 4s. Id. to be de- 
livered in Jamaica, which he could have purchased in Lon*- 
don free of all charges at 2s. 2d. Yet such, he said, was 
the condudl of the noble Lord ; and notwithstanding this evi- 
dent imposition on the part of the contractor, after a cer- 
tain time, instead of iinding his mistake, he only doubled 
it. After a still greater time he doubled the second, so that 
time had no other ell'.x^t upon his mind but in making him 
^cjuandcr greater sums of the public money. 

Lord 
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Lord North said, he must defend his conduft with respeft 
to the coritraft for rum; it was made during the recess of the 
treasury, at, a time of the greatest urgency, and when he 
could not have sufficient opportunity to make the necessary 
inquiries into the prices at market. The articles were wanted 
for the army immediately j he therefore thought, that, by tak- 
ing the rule of the navy-board for his line of conduct, he 
could not do wrong, of which, however, he was entirely 
ignorant; he did so, and made the bargain at 4s. 4d. Some 
- time afterwards, a second bargain was made with the same 
gentleman, at the same price, for a larger quantity ; and af- 
ter this, the commander in chief in America made a third 
contrail with him: some time after, when it was taken up 
in the house, it came out that the navy contract included se- 
veral articles, and that rum was not more than tliree shil- 
lings; upon which the former contrafts were referred to ar- 
bitration. In all this he did not think that Mr. Atkinson 
imposed upon him; he looked upon him as a very proper 
man to execute the contraft. As to the other contract tHat 
he enjoyed, he had at first had the usual mercantile commis- 
sion of two and an half per cent, he had not now more 
^ than one and an half. He concluded with saying, that 
these assertions were true, upon his honour ; that he wished 
to be judged by them, and was willing to stand or fall by 
their veracity. 

Colonel Barre said, he would take the noble Lord at his 
word, joined issue with him, and proved from the evidence 
in the inquiry, and the information of the report from the 
cojnmittee (a committee consisting of sixteen gentlemen, his 
own friends, opposed to five,) that so far from the occasion 
being urgent, the contraft was made in the month of Sep- 
tember, and the service was not to be performed till the 
summer following. He added, that most enormous sums 
of. money had been drawn for in bills, by governors of the 
islands, and the superintendant of the Indians, without leave, 
without powers. These bills had not been protested, except 
those of one governor, who was ordered home in conse- 
quence of it. 

The question was negatived; when the speaker left the 
chair, and 

Mr. Jenktnson moved, that a sum not exceeding 2,026,1 37 1. 
be granted for the extraordinaries of the army for the year 
1 778. He said, that this countnr was not so well adapted 

Vol. XI. S' to 
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to oeconomy, nor so capable of managing the expenditure of 
its monies as a monarchical state. 

Colonel Barre made some observations on the very extra- 
ordinary account of the extraordinaries of the present year* 
He shewed the great increase of them, by comparing -them 
to those of former years. He pointed out the employing a 
man as superintendant of the importation of provisions at 
Cork} at thousands a year, 50001. one year, 70001. anotherj 
and 11,0001. this; the unconstitutional procedure assumed 
by the governors of the West India islands, and by the su* 
perintendant of the Indians, of drawing for the money> the 
gross unaccounted sums said to be paid for provisi(ms to 
those garrisons where there are no men, or next to none> 
and several others. 

Mr. Burh called upon the secretary at war to inform the 
house, how it came to pass that the year before the viAual- 
ling the army should be, but 416,000 and odd pounds, and 
this year be 621,000 and odd, when we had one entire 
army less, many fewer troops, and much less aftive employ ? 

At ten minutes past twelve the question was put, and the 
206,137 Lwere voted. 
Adjourned to the 29th. 

March 29. 
Report of the army extraordinaries. ^ 

Mr. Htfssey asked some questions respefting the profit upon 
the contract to send the Spanish silver and our guineas out 
to America for the payment of the army. 

Mr. Harley (who had the contract) answered, that every 
shilling he had been paid by government, was remitted to 
America ; and that the commission of one and an half per 
cent, the expence of freight, and the expence of insurance, 
were all paid out of the profits arisihg from the course of 
exchange, but that it was impossible to state the exa£l ba- 
lance till the whole account was worked up and finally 
settled. 

Mr. Fox opposed the bringing up the report, aad repro- 
bated in very severe terms the indecent manner in which so 
large a sum as 2,026,0001. had been voted last night for the 
eltraordinaries of the army ; he said, enormous as the sum 
was, it was voted in the lump, hastily, of a sudden, and at 
a late hour of the night •, he declared, that the House of 
Commons would incur a degree of guilt in acceding to that 
vote i and begged the House to notice, that he took the earliest 

oppor- 
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opportunity of protesting against it, and desiring that he 
might not be involved in the criminality. He said he had 
jQsny^reasoijs for not agreeing to the vote of the committee^ 
and ior not confirming that vote in Parliament, but none 

rnvhicb. wc^hcd more ¥rith him than the very alarming de- 

. cbira^ion of a noble Lord in the debate of that day se'n- 
>night [Lord George Germaine,] that this country was not 
iboond by the terms held out to America last year by the 

./Commissioners. He said, it was a new instance of breach of 

.£iith in mmistcrs, and a confirmation of the opinion pretty 
generally entertained, that their conduft respecting Ame- 
ric|i, from the commencement of the war to the present 
hour, was one continued series of falsehood, treachery, and 
deceit. He asserted, that this nation was rendered despi- 
■cable in the eyes of all Euro|ie, by the unsteadiness and wo- 
HQinish weakness of administration; the great dejection, 
and the consequent humility which they felt and confessed 

jicncvery trifling piece of bad news which arrived, and the 
ridiculous extravagance of joy and loftiness of language 
which they exhibited and assumed whenever they heard of 
the success of our arms, let that success be of the most in- 
significant nature. He contended, that the noble Lord's 
declaration not only disgraced government, but might be the 
cause of the unnecessary continuance of the war with Ame- 

• xica, and might render an union between the two countries 
imprafticable at. present, if not ultimately impossible. Before 
he concluded his speech, he repeated this assertion, and in 
particular instanced the dangerous and destructive conse- 
quences of such a declaration, to all those who, relying on 
dbe good faith of Great Britain, had come in under the in- 

vfbienGe of the terms offered to America by the commis- 
. sioacrSf and who had a right to a due performance of each 

: «qiarate proposition. If there had been but a single indi- 

uTidoal who came in, in consequence of the proclamation, he 
^serted that the faith of this country was pledged to that 
mdivxxiual, and that individual was basely betrayed if mini- 
sters asserted that they were not bound by what the commis- 

.'sioners had published, because the Congress of America did 
JK)t choose to close with their propositions^ 
: hordGforge Germaine rose in defence of his former as- 
sertion^ which he said he would maintain* upon the grounds 
of justice, reason, and common sense. His Lordship said^ 
if one party offered terms to another, and that party re- 
jected the terms offered, it was absurd in the extreme to 

S 2 assert 
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assert that the party proposing the terms Werfe bbund to 
abide for ever by their propositions. If that 'were the 
case, America might pursue the war to the last eXttefnity, 
under the idea, that when they could carry it' on nd^lotiger, 
they had it still in their power to accept the terms of 1778. 
In proof that the commissioners had neither pledged them- 
selves, nor committed Great Britain, as had beeii alledged, 
his Lordship read a part of the declaration of the commis- 
sioners pirevious to their quitting America, which expressly 
gave notice to the Americans, that they (the commissioners) 
had been honoured with their commission in vain, and that 
Amei'ica, having rejeftcd their propositions, must not ex- . 
pe<St the same liberal terms from Great Britain in future, 
t This his Lordship asserted was a full and clear answer to 
what had been said respedling the aft of the commissioners ; 
at the same time he begged to have it understood, thAt it 
was not by accident that he let drop his declaration on 
Monday last \ he sought the occasion to say it in a fuU 
house, and he was glad of the opportunity. He never was 
more clear in iny one point that he had in the course of 
his life endeavoured to maintain, than that this country was 
not bound to abide by her terms of the last year j but God 
forbid he should be understood to hint that this country was 
not as yet disposed to treat with America on those terms ! 
he meant no such matter. To argument, however, that 
Great Britain was bound to abide by those terms, told 
against gentlemen on the other side the house 5 where was 
her liberality, and where was the gratitude of the gift? If at 
any future time she should think proper to accede to a 
treaty with America on the terms offered last year, if she 
were absurd enough to say that she could not depart from 
those terms, and was bound to abide by them, let them be 
looked up to as desirable terms whenever America was so 
disposed. His Lordship also read a part of the commis- 
sioners' first proclamation on their an-jval in America, in 
which they stated the sincerity of their professions, and 
promised to abide by them, let the succeii:s of the British arms 
turn out as it might. 

Governor Johnstone said, that the noble liOrd [Lord George 
Germaine] always treated America as a foreign enemy, and 
not as revolted subjefts whom we wish to reclaim. He ar* 
gued the necessity of coming to some distinft proposition 

as 
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as to the intention of Great Britain respecting America, and 
threatened to move some proposition of that kind, if nobody 
else would. 

Mr- Burhe entered into a review of the whole argument, 
and. after stating the grounds of it, contended, that this 
country was bound to abide by the terms offered last year : 
he said the commissioners were understood . to have spoken 
the language of Great Britain, and not their own private 
sentiments ;* that consequently they had either been war- 
ranted in their public professions, and therefore ought to be 
supported, or they ought to be punished for having exceeded 
their power. 

Mr. Edcfi said, that he was much surprised, when the 
question- before the house related to the extraordinaries of 
the army down to the year 1777, to feel himself called upon 
to discuss a question respedling the negotiation of the 
King's commissioners in the year 1778. That he could 
wL^ the house would more effeftually concur with their 
Speaker in checking this desultory mode of bringing for- 
wards every possible subjedl, on every possible occasion. It 
was his settled opinion, with respect to American questions 
in general, that, in our present situation, the discussion of 
th^m could not be productive of any one good, but might 
eventually be the cause of much mischief. That the gentle- 
men of the House of Commons, who were so forward on 
these occasions, did not know their own weight, or the 
weight of Parliament, but were too apt to estimate it by the 
unfprtunate effects which some of its proceedings had pro- 
duced in the colonies. That the manner in which our de- 
bates are reconsidered, canvassed, and misrepresented, and 
misunderstood in America, could only be* conceived by those 
who had seen it, and had already been fully described by his 
colleague. That as to the particular matter now brought 
so^bruptly before the house, as it had been stated by very 
respectable men>bcrs, with strong expressions of serioiisness 
and apprehension, it certainly was material to give satisfac- 
tion upon it, both to the house and to the world in gene- 
ral. That expression dropt by the secretary of state, on a 
former pccagion, if taken as an abstract political truth, was 
certainly accurate ; for nothing can be more indisputable, 
thaiif^hat Great. Britain is not bound at all times, and in all 

fjcum^tancesj to give the sanie terms of accommodation, 
e instanced^ that one of the terms, or, more properly speak- 
V^Zy grounds of negotiation held out by the commissioners, 

S3 had 
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had been ah arrangement respefting the American debt/ 
That upon a supposition of Great Britain, by the recent afb-" 
of Parliament respefting the charters and taxation, ("wiich"' 
z&s he considered as for ever inviolable,) having admitted ' 
herself, in some degree, to have given the first provoca^' 
tion, the commissioners might have thought it reasonable, 
by means of the quit-rents, or otherwise, to form some 
plan for arranging the debt incurred in consequence of that 
provocation. But the causes of the provocation having 
been generously, explicitly, and eternally renounced, if a 
reparation so ample were disregarded, it was neither just 
nor reasonable, nor indeed practicable, to undertake the 
arrangement of a debt which the rebel leaders might blindly 
and obstinately increase to ten times its present magnitude. 
That this abstraft proposition had been explicitly stated 
by the commissioners in their manifesto and proclamation^ 
and had merely been repeated by the secretary of state 19 
his place in Parliament. That he was sorry, however, that 
it l^d been so repeated, and had expressed his concern tip 
some friends who were sitting near him at the time ; becauS^ 
coming from so high an authority, and being so timid an4 
circumstanced, it certainly was liable to misrepresentations 
and misinterpretations, which might do real mischief. He 
could say, as an American commissioner, and without htii- 
tation, that though he could avow the strift justice of thci 
position^ he totally disavowed the expedience of recurring 
to it ; and so long as he should have the honour of being 
employed in the commission, could venture to assure Parlia- 
ment, that he should a6t honajide and sacredly, in respeft to 
any particular colony or colonies desiring once more to en- 
joy the blessings of peace, in a manner that he was convinced 
would give present satisfadllon and permanent happiness and 
security to such colony or colonies, and would also, he hoped, 
merit the approbation of this country, to which the com- 
missioners must and ought to be responsible for every cir*» 
cumstance of their conduft. 

Gen. Conivay said, that he had taken notice of the noble 
Ijord's [Lord George Germaine] declaration on the night 
it was made, as a matter that required immediate discussion. 
He was therefore very glad to see it now brought on, for the 
sake of the Americans and of this country. 

Lord North assured the house, that the declaration made 
by the noble Lord did not originate with him ; it had been 
made in reply to an assertion on the other side, that Great 

Britaiil 
8 
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Britain i$for ever bound to the terms pflfered by the commis- 
sioners*.. And he then gave it as his own opinion^ that Great 
Britain is not formally bound to grant all the concessions 
made. by the commissioners, as they had rejefted them ; but 
there was one which had been granted by an express dj£t of 
Parliament, which, though not absolutely irrevo<:able, was, 
in faft, absolutely Ending, wliich was the renunciation of 
the right of taxation for ever. 

In all otlier respc6b he declared it would be proper to 
grant them all that was promised by the commissioners ; and 
even if Qur arms should prevail against them, he would still 
think it right ; but he would not infer from that any legal 
absolute obli*;ation, under any possible conduct or behaviour, 
however bad on their part, that Great Britain is tied down 
to abide by these terms to eternity. His Lordship owned 
that he thought the present appearances of success were the 
consequences of the promises made by Great Britain ; and 
so £ar as regarded individuals and provinces, who should 
return to the allegiance of this country, they certainly had a 
right to all the concessions offered. He hoped this, being 
understood, would prevent all misunderstanding in America, 
and that the friends and correspondents of America would 
rcwesent it in a proper light. 

Rt. hon, T. Townshend said, he could not give his consent 
to the bringing up the report, without further satisfaftion on 
the manner of expending the large sums voted by Parliament. 
This produced a conversation on the rum contract, Lord 
North's influence at the India House, and other accusations 
by Colonel Barre and Sir Philip Jennings Gierke, but nothing 
new was advanced. The house divided oh the report ; for it 
14-2, a^nst it 78. 

Sir Jrilliam Howe moved that his correspondence with the 
secretary of state [see the correspondence, page 253, &c. of 
last volume] be taken into consideration on the 22d of April, 
which, after some debate, was agreed to without a division. 

March 30, 31, and April I. 
No debate. Adjourned to April 15. 

April 15. 
No debate. 

April 16. 

Lord North informed the house, that the right of printing 

Almanacks had, for upwards of two centuries, been enjoyed 

exclusively by the two universities of Oxford and Cambridge, 

and the company of stationers. That the right had been 

S 4> exercised 
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exercised ha consequence of certain royal grants, vrhf^h bad, 
till very: lately, been held to be full and legal authority*: Jhat 
^Q /ft^tioners' company, carrying on a trade in.'-Bihl;^, 
Fs^llH^s, and Almanacks, had, for a long timei- beaithc^ sole 
v£2^rs of the latter, and had paid the universities of Oxford 
and Cambridge an annuity of 500/. each, for the trai^fer of 
their right to print Almanacks. That the two universities had 
employed this sum for the benefit of learning, having {xinted 
a number of books useful to students. That it was owing to 
this annuity that such elegant editions of the Bible, CommoQ 
Prayer Book, &c. came from the presses of each university. 
That, within the last three years, a private stationer had 
thought proper to combat the right of the stationers' com- 
pany to print Almanacks, to the exclusion of other traders* 
That tJie matter had gone through a long course of litigatioUj 
the issue of which was, that the courts had determined that 
die right was not legally vested in the company. The statio- 
ners' company, therefore, having their own title set asides and 
imagining tlic title of the two universities was equally preica^ 
riousj as it originated in a similar manner, refused any long.er 
to pay for, or exercise tlie right of printing Almanacks, svipr 
posed to be vested in the two universities. The loss of these 
annuities, his lordship described as a matter which would, be 
extremely inconvenient to the universities, and prejudicial to 
the cause of learning. He pointed out the propriety of al« 
lowing, in this case, tiiat the right of printing Almanacks 
should be legally given to those who had so long enjoyed it 
without abuse, and who had, by a variety of court decrees^ 
been led to imagine that the grants, under the authority of 
wiiick they exercised it, were competent to empower them 
to hold the right exclusively. He concluded his speech with 
moving, that leave be given to bring in " a bill for vesting 
the sole right of printing Almanacks for the time to come 
in the two universities of Oxford and Cambridge, and the 
company of stationers respe(^tively/* 

Mr. Turfjcr said, he saw no reason why the stationers' com- 
pany should have an exclusive right to print Almanacks more 
than any other person. He did not like the motion, because 
it tended to introduce a novelty, and to authorise a monopoly. 
He declared he had not any wish to deprive the universities 
of Oxford and Cambridge of an advantage ; on the contrary, 
he thought they deserved every encouragement which the 
legislature could give them: but he did not see that the present 
tr/jtion tended to procure them any material benefit j 500/. 
\vas too paltry a sum to warrant the creating a monopoly in a 

trade 
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t)Htde^iHuch ought to be open. He had much rather that the 
suixi, if necessary for the sake of public learnings should be 
pe»d ispecifically to each university for that purpose, out of 
th6 public money.. Indeed, the universities might themselves 
s&veitout of their respective revenues annually, by only put- 
ting up a chimney-piece less every year, or checking the in- 
crease of their architeftural ornaments. The universities 
were two of the richest corporate bodies in the kingdom, and 
therefore could not be affefted by the loss of such a trifle as 
5001. a year each. 

Right hon. T. Townshend begged leave to set his honour- 
able mend right : the two universities of Oxford and Cam- 
bridge were very far from being the richest corporate bodies 
in the kingdom -, on the contrary, they were not even rich. 
He commended the motion, thought it extremely proper, and 
hoped it would meet with no opposition. 

Mr. Jackson (counsel to the board of trade and university 
of Cambridge) urged the utility of Almanacks, and the ne- 
cessity of their being printed under authority, and in such a 
mjmner as to render them the vehicles of authentic- infor- 
mation. He enlarged on their import to literature and to re- 
ligion, declaring that the liturgy was scarcely intelligible 
without them ; he mentioned, that several old statutes in the 
days of King Henry VI. enforced the observance of certain 
rdigious fasts and festivals, under very severe penalties, and 
that it was impossible to ascertain the moveable fasts and 
feasts without a correft Almanack. He concluded with re- 
marking, that the careful preservation of the liturgy was pro- 
perly vested in the head of the church, whence he argued 
tkc analogous wisdom of vesting the right of preparing and 
printing Almanacks in the two universities and the stationers' 
company. 

Mr^ Dempster said, the noble Lord's declaration, that the 
voice of law had proclaimed the exclusive right of printing 
Almanacks illegal, was to him a sufficient ground for ob- 
jecting to the motion. That, added to this, he thought it 
highly unjust to deprive an individual, who had put himself 
to the trouble and expence of a law-suit with an opulent body 
pfmen, of the enjoyment of that right which the laws of his 
country had declared he was warranted to exercise. That, 
instead of incurring a loss for his public spirit, the individual 
ought to be rewarded and encouraged, for having laid open a 
tnuie/ which had for so long a period as two centuries been 
illegally monopolized. That all monopolies were odious and 
linjust $ and although be did not wish to deprive th^ two 

universities 
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universities of Qsford and Cambridge of 500L a year each^ 
he could not consent to agree to a motion for a biU^ au^ 
thorising the stationers' com.pany to hold the trade of ma< 
nufadturing Almanacks exclusively, the profit of which everjr 
individual stationer had a right to participate in. He ridi- 
culed the idea, that the liturgy of the church of England 
was unintelligible without an Almanack. 

Mr. Montagu observed>that every gentleman seemed agreed 
to favour the universities, though some objected to favouring 
the stationers' company. He said, the trade of Almanack 
making and selling was of a peculiar nature, and ought not, 
like other businesses, to be exercised at the will and ple^t- 
sure of every.ignorant person, and therefore thought the sts^ 
tioncrs' company were the fittest hands to place it in. 

Mr. R&us said, that though monopolies in general de« 
served opposition, yet that there were many branches of trade, 
which, for a variety of very obvious and cogent reasons, re- 
quired legal restridlion, and that it wa^ no uncommon diing 
for the legislature to interpose its authority in such cases ; 
^at the business of making and selling Almanacks, in par- 
ticular, called for legal restri<Slion ; that in every proceeding of 
the courts of law and equity, the dates of months and years 
were most material points; it was highly necessary there- 
fore, for the security of the property of the subjeft, that it 
should not be in the power of any man to print a partial Al- 
manack, or an Almanack calculated to serve some particular 
purpose. Almanacks ought not to be printed at random, 
but the right of printing them ought to be vested in sgmc 
body of people, not likely to abuse that right, and capabl^.of 
continuing to exercise it with that care and pun£hiality, i|> 
dispensably requisite in a work of such continual reference m. 
the most important occasions as an Almanack. 

The motion agreed to. 

The order of the day to go into a committee on India af- 
fairs. 

Lord Viscount Middlemen took the chair. 

Admiral Pigot entered into a detail of the various circum- 
stances attending his brother's (the late Lord Pigot) having 
been appointed, in April 1775, by the hon. the East-India 
company, governor of Madras and Fort St. George, and 
commander in chief of the company's forces in that presi- 
dency ; his voyage to India, his arrival at Madras in Dec. 
1775; his setting off for Tanjore on the 30th of March 
1776, in order to restore the Rajah to the throne of his an- 
cestors, agreeable to the instrudions of the court of dirc^rs 

and 
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and general court of proprietors ; his return to Madras from 
Tanjorc -on the -5 th of May ; the proceedings and resolutions 
of the council of Madras, relative to his conduft while in 
Tahjore; the mode of their arresting hfm in August 1776, 
and conveying him under the custody of Colonel Stuart and 
Colonel Edington to St. Thomas's Mount ; the order of the 
new and self-ere(Sted council to Colonel Stuart, to acquaint 
Lord Pigot, that in case of any attempt to rescue him, his 
life must answer it ; the attempt of Lieut.-Col. Edington, On 
the 27th of the same month, to remove his Lordship to Chin- 
glcput; his declaration, that he would not be carried to any- 
other place alive ; their suffering him to remain at the Mount, 
where he was guarded by 4fX) artillery; his passive manner of 
bearing his sufferings ; his earnest recommendation to all his^ 
friends not to stir on the occasion ; and his continuing a pri- 
soner till the 1 1th of May 1777, when he died at the Mount. 
The Admiral enlarged on each particular as he stated it, 
md spoke with a warmth of affeftion for the charafter of his 
deceased brother, which did him the highest credit. He 
painted the conduft of the new council, as most violent, un- 
just, and unprecedented 5 declared, that there never had ex- 
isted a more worthy man than the late Lord Pigot ; that, in 
his situation, he was remarkable for his uprightness, and his 
immovable integrity ; that he was oflFered ten lackis of pago- 
das to with-hold the reinstatement of the Rajah of Tanjorc, 
only for a short time; that refusing, an additional offer was 
made of five lacks more^ worth, in the whole, six hundred 
thousand pounds; that, while in India, he had no objeft in 
view hot the interest of the East-India company, and punc- 
tual compliance with their instruftions ; that, in return for 
such laudable conduft, his personal freedom was suddenly 
and disgracefully invaded ; he was deprived of his liberty, 
and at length of his life, no man knew how. As a proof 
that he was above the influence of that species of corruption 
which saps the whole foundation of the company's trade and 
government at Madrats, he declared his brother died so poor, 
that his son-iriJaw, "Mr. Mbnckton, was under the necessity 
of "selling all his houses and effefts in India, in order to pay 
hisSebts there. After having dwelt on the several points c£ 
his brother's conduft and treatment, he said he had sevci-al 
resolutions to prtjjpose to the consideration of the committee, 
but he wished, first to know, if any further proof was rc- 
quirtii bythe committee, of the various fa61:s he had stated, 
besides the papers then on the table, as he was ready to sub- 
stantiate every particular by personal evidence at the bar of 
Ac house. 
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Mr. Siratton said, he did not imagine the honourable admi- 
ral had intentionally mis-stated any part of what had passed 
in India relative to his brother, but he thought ft incunijient 
on him to set him right where he had erred m his speech.' He 
had declared, the council of Madras approved of his ,co'n- 
duft while in Tanjore ; he begged to say, that the coiuttcil 
was very far from entirely approving his conduit there % he 
read the mimite, from whence it appeared, that particular 
exceptions were made by three or four different members, to 
particular transactions of Lord Pigot, wliile employed in re- 
storing Tanjore to the Rajah. , 

Admiral Pigot said, that he conceived the majority of the 
council, in like manner as the majority of that house, passed 
for the whole; that the minute of approbation was sign^by 
the majority, and therefore he was, he presumed, warrantc4 
to say his brother's condudl was approved by the coiHval. 
The admiral desired to call an evidence, to prove the >iN 
tempts made to influence the council, and to bring thetp d^gr 
to support the nabob's interest, in opposition to the cpm- 
pan/s meaning. The committee agreeing to this, 

George Dawson, Esq. was called to the bar, and underweot 
a long examination. ' ' '\ ^ ;* 

The substance of Mr. Dawson's evidence was, . 

** That he was one of the council of Madras, previous '^^b^ - 
and during the revolution in the government of that presi- 
dency •, that he had always voted with Lord Pigot, because |ijq 
thought his Lordship right; that he was offered a consider- 
able bribe to stay away from council, and particularly if h^ 
would absent himself on the day that the sending Mr. Kus^| 
as resident to Tanjore, was to be debated ; that the offer was 
made him by the nabob's sons, as he presumed, on the payt of 
their father; that he had frequent conversations on the su^ 
jeft with the nabob's sons ; that no European was, as he rc- 
collefted, present at either of those conversations;^ t)iat^ 
could not say what w^as the particular amount of the siiiii pil- 
fered him, but he was sure it was a lack of rupees at least \ 
that he could not recolledl the specific hour or place in which 
the several conversations were held; that he was one of tjbie 
council v/ho objected to Mr. Benfield's claim, which consisted 
of tankas or assignments from the nabob on tlie Tanjour 
country to the amountof 250,()0(jl. that no servant of the com- 
pany, civil or military, was present when the nabob's sons made 
him the offer of a bribe to stay away from council ; that Sir Ro- 
bert Fletcher had advised him to absent himself as desired^ that 
the bribe offered him was a lack of pagodas, and i^ot a lack of 

rupees. 
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rupees, that therefore, instead of 12,5001. it amounted to 
40,0001. 5 that he did not know of any bribe having been 
accepted by other members of the council, but that he had 
seen the nabob's sons in the house of Sir Robert Fletcher." 

As soon as Mr. Dawson was withdrawn. Admiral Ptgot 
moved, by way of resolution. 

That it appears to this committee, that George Lord Pi- 
got, a member of this house, was, on the S^th day of Au- 
gust 1776, arrested by a military force, and carried and con- 
fined under a military force at the house of Major Home, at a 
place called the Mount, about nine miles distant from the 
town of Madras and Fort St. George, of which he was go- 
vernor and commander in chiefs and that the said George 
Lord Pigot continued in confinement under a military force 
' for near eight months, that is, from the 24th day of August 
1776, until the 1 1th day of May following, when he died. 

Sir George Wombwell opposed this resolution, arguing upon 
the impropriety of that house 'interfering with a matter 
which, according to the chartered rights of the East-India 
company, fell solely under their jurisdiction. He said, that, 
agreeable to the charter of the company, they had the so- 
vereign power of appointing, suspending and discharging, 
and of rewarding and punishing their servants; that, in the 
case of Lord Pigot, every proper step had been taken to pro- 
cure authentic information of the real truth of the whole af- 
fair ; that a general court had done him so much justice as 
to order his restoration, as soon as it was known that he was 
deposed ; that Governor Rumbold had it as a material part of 
hisT instruction, to institute an inquiry at Madras as soon as 
he arrived there, and to endeavour to obtain a full account 
of the particulars of the noble Lord's having been arrested, 
the conduft of those by whose orders he was confined, 'and 
the manner of his death •, that the ship which was to bring 
these particulars was daily expefted, and, for what he knew, 
was then arrived ; that Governor Rumbold had already sent 
over" word, that he had set apart a day out of every week for 
the purpose oif pursuing the inquiry; that, therefore, the mat- 
tar was gradually approaching to a termination, and would 
now soon be concluded. That if, when the authentic par- 
ticulars reached England, the direftors were negligent in pro- ' 
ceeding upon them, or did not do their duty, it would then 
be a proper measure to apply to that house for succour.; that 
at present it was unnecessary, and an aft of prejudication re- 
speC&lg the gehtliemen accused. That if the admiral chose 
to prosecute, the courts of law were open ; but that the pro- 
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prietors were satisfied, and every thing resjxifting the:eonipa- 
ny in a flourishing state both at home and abrcmi ; that the 
profits; of their trade were greater for the twa la£t ytM than 
they had ever been ; that it was evident their military in. the 
Indies were in a proper state from their late success ; that ten 
days after they received orders to march against Pondicherry 
they took the field ; that he saw no reason for stirring ih the 
business at all at present, much less for that house to inter- 
fere in a matter in which they had no concern. ^ > 

Admiral Pigot said, the court of directors had proceeded 
gradually with a witness ! That his brother had now been 
dea:d two years, and no step taken to j^unish those who de* 
prived him of his liberty ; that the honourable gentleman 
talked of his wishing to go to law, he assured him he had 
not gone a step in the business without the best advice of 
the most learned of that profession. That he had in Au- 
gust last sent to the India House the opinions of several very 
able lawyers ; but the directors were so gradual in their man- 
ner of doing business, that he received no answer till Oc- 
tober, and then that answer gave him no satisfaction. The 
admiral also mentioned, that the mode of instituting an in* 
quiry in Madras, into the condu<£): of persons in England, 
was a glaring, as well as that of pasting up bills against the 
corners of the streets of Madras (desiring that all who.had 
any thing to depose relative to the late revolution in that 
presidency would come and make oath of it before the 
town clerk) was ah idle and nugatory mode of proceeding. 

Lord Not-ih thought, as the motion did not complain of a 
breach of privilege, the words ** being a member of this 
house," might as well be omitted. 

The objeftion, however, was over-ruled, and the motion 
was put, and carried nemine contradicente / as were the two 
following : 

Resolved, That it appears to this committee, that George 
Stratton, Henry Brooke, Charles Floyer, Archdale Palmer, 
Francis Jourdon, and George Mackay, Esqrs. did, on the 
23d day of August 1776, form themselves into a council, 
and did confer the command of the army and the garrison of 
Fort Saint George on Colonel James Stuart, ordering him 
to arrest the person of George Lord Pigot, their governor 
and commander in chief, and to put the fort, garrison, and 
fort-house, under their command. 

Resolved, That it appears to this committee, that the court 
of directors of the East India company have, by letters of 
' . the 
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the 4th of July 1777, and of the 23d of December 1778, 
to their presidency at Madras, ordered, that courts-martial 
should be held for the trial of Col. James Stuart, Col. Eding- 
tousL, Maj. Home, and Capt. Lysaught, for having arrested 
and confined, under a military force, their govemor and 
cCHXunander in chief, George Lord Pigot. 

Admiral Pigot next moved. Resolved, that it is the opi- 
vion of this committee, that an huml^ address be presented 
to his Majesty, praying his Majesty, that he would be gra* 
ciously pleased to give dircAions to his attorney-general to 
prosecute George Stratton, Henry Brooke, Charles Floycr, 
and George Mackay, Esqrs. for ordering their govemor and 
commander in chief, George Lord Pigot, to be arrested and 
confined under a military force ; they being returned to 
England, and now within the jurisdiction of his Majesty's 
courts of Westminster-HalL 

Mr. Gregory (one of the directors of the East-India com* 
p9ny») i^ose, he said, to give his reasons for wishing that the 
committee would agree to the resolutions moved ^ and, by 
their sandtion, warrant the legal proceeding against those of 
- the council of Madras, who deposed and imprisoned Lord 
Fi^, the legally appointed go^'ernor of the presidency* 
He said, he did not entirely approve of the conduA of Lord 
Pigot, previous to his being deprived of his power as gover* 
.nor and imprisoned ; but he could by no means agree that 
Ae violent measures pursued by the council were consistent 
ei^er with their duty to the company, or that rcspcA which 
was certainly due to the person of Lord Pigot, as the gover- 
nor appointed by the court of diredlors, and sent out under 
the authority of the general court. The instruftions or or- 
ders of the general courts, he declared, ought to be held sa« 
Ci^ed by their servants in India, and never departed from, 
except in cases of the utmost emergency, and then not with 
inolence or precipitation, but with the greatest caution and 
coolness, and as much attention to them as the nature of the 
.^ase would possibly admit. If Lord Pigot's condudl had been 
such as was detrimental to the interests of the company, or 
the good government of the presidency, the proper mode of 
proceeding would have been to haye entered a protest against 
the governor's condu A, specifying wherein it was opposite to 
the welfare of the company and presidency, and to have trans- 
mitted that protest home. Had that line been pursued, he 
should have had no objection to voting either a severe cen- 
sarCf <^i ^^ ^^ appeared ncQessary, the ultimate removal of 

Lord 
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Lord Pigot from the' governorship. In former cases^ ^liis 
mode of proceeding had been adopted, and the differences 
properly and happily adjusted. To pursue any other method 
was to endanger the entire possessions and property of the com- 
pany by a civil war ; property and possessions which had occa- 
sioned a thirty years war, and cost this country immense sams» • 
as well as the loss of many subjedb. The very idea of such a 
hazard was enough to make a thinking mind shudder ; every 
thing therefore that tended to move a civil war, was a mat- 
ter of abundant nicety, and ought never to be ventured but 
on the most pressing necessity. Parliament, he thought, for 
these reasons, should seize the present occasion, and, by agree- 
ing to the resolutions, assist the company in their wishes to 
convince their servants abroad, that their taking upon them 
to violate the orders of the company, and proceed to the 
length of a revolution in the government of a presidency, 
was not in itself a slight matter, or such a matter as would be 
easily overlooked, either by the company, or by the legisla- 
ture of Great-Britain. 

Mr. Stratton rose, he said, to objeft to the last resolution. 
He then stated, that the conduct of tlie coimcil was not 
adopted but upon the most pressing necessity j that Lord Pi- 
got's behaviour was in the highest degree tyrannical and arbi- 
trary, both with respedt to the council, and in respeft to the 
nabob. That his Lordship treated the latter in a most inju- 
rious manner, threatening to set a guard over his person, and 
thereby, as well as by other ill-treatment, endangering his 
friendship to the company. That in council his conduft was 
equally obstinate and insolent ; that he did not govern his be- 
haviour with common civility, and, if he once took an idea 
into his head, would hear no arguments to prove that it was. 
inconsistent with the interest of the company and of the pre- 
sidency. That his Lordship was so irritated on finding the 
council were not unanimous in supporting his propositions, 
that he scrupled not at any mode of attempt to gain a msijo- 
rity ; that finding common attempts fruitless, he took the 
extraordinary method of impeaching him (Mr. Stratton,) 
and Mr. Brooke, the two seniors of the council, and sus- 
pending their power of acting as counsellors. That finding 
Lord Pigot had a6ted improperly in Tanjour, had afted so as 
to disgust the nabob, and to put his friendship to the company 
to the hazard, and had afted in the council, to the prejudice of 
the interest of both the company and presidency, those of the 
council, who were instrumental in deposing the governor, 

saw 
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saw most clearly, that there was no other possible line of con- 
duft for them to pursue, to preserve the company's interests 
from absolute ruin, but by depriving the governor of his 
power. This measure, Mr. Stratton contended, was not put 
m praftice with any violence, or any want of respeft to his 
Lordship \ it was necessary that his person should be seized at 
the moment that the revolution was in agitation ; but there 
was no intention of continuing Lord Pigot as a prisoner. It 
was a faft well known, that he might have had his liberty in 
three days, had he chosen to accept it. So far was he from 
disavowing having taken a part in the measures which the ho- 
nourable Admiral thought so reprehensible, he made no scru- 
ple to own that he was a principal mover of the revolution, 
and a principal agent in every measure pursued by the council 
respecting it. He contended, that the measure was neces- 
sary, expedient, and striftly justifiable. In proof, that those 
nearest the spot, and most capable of judging upon it, thought 
so, he desired that several minutes of the council of the pre- 
sidency of Bengal might be read ; from which it appeared, 
that the Bengal presidency watchfully regarded the proceed- 
ings of the council of Madras ; that they from time to time 
gave their opinion of every measure the Madras council 
adopted ; that they were particularly displeased wnth the con- 
duft of Lord Pigot. That they predifted his being deposed, 
as a measure that promised to be necessary. That when he 
was deposed, they warmly approved of the conduft of the 
council, respefting the revolution. That they again and 
again expressed their entire approbation of the measure. 

Mr. Furling took up the conclusion of Mr. Stratton's 
speech, and declared the company had never approved of the 
conduct of the council of Madras, respecting the imprison- 
ment of Lord Pigot. He also objefted to the reading of mi- 
nutes of tlie council of Bengal, as a justification that the 
measure was warrantable, declaring that persons at so great a 
distance from Madras could not be competent judges of what 
passed at that presidency. 

Mr, Stratton' declared, that the conneftion between the 
council and governor of Bengal, and the council of Madras, 
was so immediate, that the former were certainly the heist 
judges of the conduft of the latter. 

Mr. Gregory said, that as a direftor of the East -India com- 
pany, and a member of Parliament, he made no scruple to 
assert, that he did not think the conduft of iht council of 
Madras, in deposing their governor, and making him a pri-^ 

Vol. XI. . T . ^ ^^^^^ 
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soncr, merited any compliment. That there had been held 
a great number of courts of direftors, and general courts at 
the India-House, upon the subjeft> immediately subsequent to 
the arrival of the news of it in England; that he had been pre- 
sent at every one of them ; and never had, in the whole course 
of his life, attended any business more studiously ; that so far 
from remembering either the courts of proprietors or courts 
of diredlors adopting any measure, or coming to any resolu- 
tion which carried with it the least appearance of countenan- 
cing the transaftion, he was perfeftly in memory, that their 
conduft warranted no such insinuation. He concluded with 
expressly declaring, that the directors had, in all their pro- 
ceedings, cautiously avoided giving any countenance what- 
ever to those of their servants who eiiedted the revolution in 
the government of Madras. 

Ihe motion was then read and agreed to nemifie contra^ 
dicente. 

The house was resumed. The report was immediately 
made, and the resolutions were all agreed to. 

Adjourned to the 19th. 

April 19. 

Mr. Fox rose to make his promised motion, which he 
gave notice of before the Easter recess, for tlie removal, he 
said, of the first Lord, of the admiralty from his office, and 
from his Majesty's presence and councils. 

He observed, that he would take up very little of the time of 
the house. He meant only to recapitulate the fafts which 
he had brought fonvard in support of his former propositions. 
It would be sufficient barely to state them, for the purpose 
of calling them back to the recoUeftion of the house, and 
present them anew in two different forms : namely, as the 
state of the navy in 1778 bore a relation to the naval power 
of France, and its comparative strength with that of a former 
period of naval preparation and war in this country. 

To the motion itself, as a proposition to which the assent 
of tlie house was desired, he expected to hear one plausible 
and general answer given. He expected to hear it objefted 
to as totally destitute of any proof to support it. 

It will be said, have not the fa<5ls, or presumed fafts, which 
have been urged on former occasions, been rejedted by so 
many distin(Si: negatives, in the manner they were separately 
proposed ? That is, shall we now agree to come to a gene- 
ral vote of censure, upon an accusation which has been ne- 
gatived in all its constituent parts r Shall we, in the capacity 
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yojung^tcTiSititle him to a seat in that house, he rememSeredi , 
that he had been present at several debates on the Middlesex 
election, v/hen an honourable gentleman, now a member of 
that house [Mr. Wilkes] was expelled upon an aggregate 
charge, such as that on which the present motion was founded* 
He was charged in the original motion, for publishing 
the North Briton, No. XliV. 5 for writing an impious and 
profane pamphlet, entitled An Essay on Woman ; for writing 
a libel On a noble Viscount [Weymouth] then in high 
office, relative to the transadlions in St. George's Fieldsj on 
the loth of May 1768 •, and for being outlawed. Here 
then there were four separate charges colleftively taken as a 
good ground of expulsion. The argument of those who 
supported the propriety of the vote, when pressed to take 
the sense of the house upon the several charges mentioned, 
was, Would it be proper to expel him. for any one of them i 
No; none of those charges separately considered would justify 
the vote, but coUeftively taken, they were sufficient. 

He remembered the persons who took the lead in that bu- 
siness; they were the same who he expefted would op- 
pose the present motion. He hoped, therefore, that they 
would either decline any opposition on the present occasion, . 
or acknowledge that they afted imfairly and unjustly in the 
instance alluded to. Whatever his hopes might be, he had very 
little solid reason to expeft so much candour at their hands; 
at all events they would stand convidled in the opinion of 
every impartial person ; they would stand convifted of mak- 
ing their avowed dodfa-ines and principles give way to their 
convenience. 

But independent of the precedent he had just mentioned, 
his motion would stand fiilly justified from its nature and the 
objeft it pointed to ; for the question would shortly amount 
to this, without the shadow of criminality attending it— Is 
the first Lord of the admiralty equal to discharge the func- 
tions of his office with safety to the state and with honour to 
the nation ? Has he done it ; or what reasons have Parlia^ 
ment to suppose, if he has not performed liis duty heretofore, 
that he will aft more wisely or capably hereafter ? In fair 
argument and common sense, the strong probability is, that 
he will not. Suppose the noble Lord ever so indefatigablcj 
ever so zealous or well inclined, the obvious deduftion is, 
that according as the difficulties encrease, his inability to pro- 
vide against them will likewise encrease. ■ K'Vould indeed be 
absurd, romantic, nay monstrous to presurfir,"^that the author 
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of ojir very alarming situation should be the Wfljr person in 
the hatfon to rescue us from the consequences tf that siitua- 
tion. It was the last degree of folly and madness to expeft, 
that a person, who, by his ignorance and gross iliisconduA, 
had brought or suffered this country to fall from the highest 
pinnacle of fame, respe^ability, and naval glory, to the last 
stage of national degradation, weakness, and disgrace, con* 
trary to every principle of public opinion and experience, 
was nevertheless equal to the very arduous task of acting as 
the saviour of his tountry, and the guardian of its interests^ 
prosperity and reputation. 

He next proceeded to enumerate the several charges of mis- 
conduft, incapacity, or wilful negligence, which he had 
brought against his Lordship in his three motions before the 
holidays. 

He observed, that the noble Lord had asserted, in another 
assembly^ on the 20th of November 1777, in reply to a noble 
Lord since deceased [Chatham], that there were on the 
preceding day, to wit on the 19th of November, forty-two 
sail of the line ready and almost ready for sea j thirty-£ve 
aftually ready, whose complements were 20,300 seamen arid 
marines ; 18,000 and a considerable fra^on of which wbre 
already abroad, and upwards of 3000 seamen and marines not 
shipped, which would more than supply the deficiency ; that 
there were seven more ready to take their compliments aboard, 
which could be easily procured in a very few days upp^Sin 
emergency, by calling in the protections and issuing press-wiar- 
rants. This was the noble Lord's solemn assurance in ano- 
ther place; but what truth there was in that assurance might 
be easily gathered from this circumstance, that when admi- 
rals Keppel and Byron went to sea in the month 'of June fol- 
lowing, his greatest efforts, in the course of seven months, the 
last of which was a period of war preparation, produced no 
inpce than forty-two ; twenty being sent under Mr. Keppel, 
thirteen under Mr. Byron, and nine sent upon miscellaneous 
services, to the West Indies, .North America, &c. 

He arraigijeil the bad policy of totally neglefting the Me- 
diterranean, ahd not sending > squadron there on the first 
notice jceceived of the fopnidafale armaments going on at Tou- 
, Ion \ and if that measure wag thought hazardous, said ther^ 
vr^ :not even a coloiu: of cause m no^ detachings in order 
to reinforce Lord Howe. 

l^p cgndemned the sending out Mr. Keppel with 20 ships 
to go m search of an enemy greatly superior*, and contended, 
th»t it was big With danger, and migl^t have terminated most 
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fataDy, had not the honourable admiral most fortunately fallen 
in with the Pallasand Licome Frenchfrigates, and taken th6m, 
by which means he discovered, to his utter astonishment, that 
ministers had risqued his whole fleet, in order to preserve ap- 
pearances which they meant to keep with the people. They 
supposed that Mr. Keppel might possibly not meet with the 
enemy, or if he should, that whether flight or defeat was the 
consequence, they might be enabled, by their arts, by their 
emissaries every where, and their hirelings in print, to shift 
the blame off" their own shoulders, and lay it upon the admi- 
ral, the officers and seamen. Their subsequent conduft 
proved their disposition towards; the admiral, and their real 
intentions. For when they found themselves no longer able 
to impose on the people, by its being known that the admiral 
returned for a reinforcement, they were urged by rage and 
disappointment, and shewed every mark of it in the whole of 
their subsequent conduft. The first Lord of the admiralty 
never thanked the admiral for returning, nor either approved 
or disapproved of his taking the two frigates ; but permitted 
him to go to sea again, without giving the least tpken of ap- 
probation whatever, further than a cold official letter. 

The noble Lord, however, did not long conceal his senti*- 
ments under the mask of coolness and indifference. His 
Lordship soon afted in an hostile manner ; for, though Hfe 
knew that Sir Hugh Palliser had accused, in a public print, 
by a letter signed with his own name, his commander in 
chief; and though his Lordship afterwards knew, that the 
vice-admiral of the blue had declined to call for a court- 
martial to enquire into his conduct, merely on the pretence 
of not obstructing the public service ; yet in a few days after, 
when that gentleman preferred an accusation, without any 
cause whatever intervening, the accusation was received, 
and instant orders the same day given to the admiral to pre- 
pare for his trial. 

How was it possible for any man of honour or spirit to 
serve with any safety to his person or charadter under such 
men, whose whole conduft was fraught with oppression and 
malice ? It was a situation no independent man would sub- 
mit to. It was a situation frpm which every wise and pru- 
dent man would fly with horror and disgust. The conse- 
quences were already felt in some instances ; Lord Howe and 
Mr. Keppel were driven from the service ; the whole body of 
sea officers were discontented, and that zeal, spirit, union 
and confidence, which is the very life of military enterprise 
and success in war, was fled, and the whole navy divided and 
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split into faftions. How the whole would terminate was 
more than he could venture to predicSl ; but one thing was 
pretty evident, that discontents among those to whom the 
defence of the country was entrusted, bore a very alarming 
and ominous appearance ; and if some remedy was not spee- 
.dily applied, he foresaw, that ministers would finally accom- 
plish that ruin, by their faftion and intrigue, the foundation 
of which they had laid by their incapacity. 

After dwelling for a considerable time on these circum- 
stances, he mentioned several others of a less important na- 
ture ; one, in particular, to shew the predileftion which the 
admiralty-board had manifested in respeft of ordering Mr. 
Keppel to be tried, though his accuser, the next day but one 
after the order was issued for that purpose, acknowledged in 
the face of the nation in that house, that he brought his 
accusation merely from motives of self defence, and merely 
to exculpate himself from a charge of disobedience made by 
his commander in chief. 

As a farther proof of the partiality of the admiralty- 
board, which he considered to be entirely influenced, or ra- 
ther directed by the noble Earl, he said, four of the mem- 
bers sitting upon the trial of the vice-admiral of the blue 
were persons who, on the former court-martial, had given 
the most Favourable testimony respe^ling his conduft in the 
adUon off Ushant ; and likewise, that the persons summoned 
to give evidence were such, who either knew least from their 
distance from the Formidable, or were otherwise less positive 
or direft in their testimony. 

This led him to the effeft probably intended to be pro- 
duced by this trial, which originated in motives of revenge 
to his honourable relation •, for if, by any management, the 
vice-admiral should be acquitted, the inference would be, 
that having done his duty, there must have been misconduft 
somewhere, which he was persuaded they would endeavour 
by this oblique manner to lay to the account of the com- 
mander in chief. 

When he said this, he begged that gentlemen might un- 
derstand that he meant not to throw the least suspicion, 
much less a direft imputation, upon the officers alluded to. 
He stated the faft as it struck him ; and it was fair to argue 
upon it and reason by analogy to the conduft of other tribu- 
nals. He understood it was a good ground of challenge to 
a juror, if he was even suspefted of entertaining a bias one 
jscav nr other. He thought it a very proper precaution, and 
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the reason was obvious •, because the law presumes, that thfc 
juror is wholly to be guided by the evideiice of the h&s 
alledged or controverted, and not by any prc*conceived opi- 
nion of his own* The tenor of his oath is tfa^ same with 
that taken by a member of a court-martial^ who is restrifted 
by it to give a verdift according to the evidence adduced in 
court, and not from any opinion formed upon bis own know- . 
ledge or presumed knowledge. 

As a farther reason for his being persuaded that thejioble 
Earl all along afted from the same principle of secret enmity 
and resentment to his honourable relation, he observed, 
that after one of the most respeftable courts-martial that 
ever sat had pronounced the charge brought by the vice- 
admiral of the blue to be malicious and ill-founded, ministers 
took no one step to shew that they were convinced of 
the justice of Mr. Keppel's acquittal, or of the infamy 
with which his accuser had been branded by that passage in 
the sentence of acquittal ; nor would since, if he had not 
given notice that he meant, as the next day, to make a 
motion, which they learned was intended for the vice-admi- 
ral's removal. When that day arrived, instead of express- 
ing a syllable of disapprobation of Sir Hugh Falliser, a no- 
ble Lord [Mulgrave], who enjoys a seat at the admiralty- 
board, rose and acquainted the House, that Sir Hugh Palliser 
had sent his resignation, and that the board had accepted 
it. Still, however, he retained the lieutenant-generalship 
of the marines, and his government of Scarborough Castle, 
till ministers again learned, that a motion to remove him 
from those two posts was meditating. Here they* found 
themselves compelled to do what they feared might have 
been forced upon them. Accordingly the noble Lord in 
the blue ribbon, with no small share of visible reluftance, 
found out, that Sir Hugh Palliser had tendered a resignation 
of his command in the marines and his government, and 
that his Majesty had been pleased to accept of them. In 
short, he believed there was not a second instance in the 
annals of this or any other country, of a person who had 
been so pablicly disgraced, being permitted to retain places 
of sucli rank, emolument a::d consequence, without any in- 
tention of removing him, ti!l, by an unexpected address to the 
throne for his removal, the consequences of which his Ma- 
•esty's advisers did not think prudent to risque, they found 
themselves obliged to acquiesce. 

He 



A- 1779. DEBATES. 281 

' 'He I&ughed^ he said) at the pompous accoiiiitsof our successes 
ivthe East and West Indies, which made their way into the 
Loiidon Gazette, and said, they were of 4^ery little conse* 
quencey when it was considered how dearly they w^re pur- 
chased ; particularly the latter, where one half of the troops 
Were dead or dying in hospitals ; nor did he think the new« 
jtist received from Georgia was of consequence sufficient to 
. balance the hazard and expence attending it. He said, he 
vaidexstood that Colonel Campbell was arrived from Georgia 
tibu: night before, and brought an account of a viApry gained 
X)ver the Americans, but this viftory came accompanied 
with a requisition for an immediate reinforcement- Our 
^ery viftories and successes were nearly as fatal as our de- 
feats. The troops under General Grant, the finest and best 
disciplined in the world, must return to America or Europe, 
or remain only to fall a prey to disease and the effefts of a 
noKious climate 5 and the return of the second officer in com- 
mand from Georgia, ¥ras a demonstration, that the expe- 
<litiOn to that province was planned in weakness, and the 
mistaken idea, that the body of the people^ were attached to 
the British government. He said, that the force was inade- 
quate either to effi:^ conquest or give that degree of pro- 
tection which was necessary to unite the loyalists or neutrals 
tO'th6 royal standard. 

He protested, before he sat down, that he entertained no 
•personal pique or resentment against the noble Lord at the 
head of the admiralty. His motives proceeded from his zeal 
for the good of his country. Uninfluenced by fa£Hous or 
party views, he stood forth in behalf of the state, which, if 
not rescued out of the hands to whom tlic reins of govern- 
ment were entrusted, must certainly be ruined, he feared ir- 
rctrievabbr undone. The part he had taken was disagreeable 
and painful on many accounts ; so much so, that nothing but 
a thorough persuasion that the* present, or some similar mo- 
tion, presented the only probable means for saving the nation, 
and for the recovery of its former power, reputation and 
glory. 

He finally moved^ ** that an humble address be presented 
to' his Majesty, that he will be graciously pleased to remove 
from his presence and councils John Earl of Sandwich, on 
account of the general ill state of the navy, under his ad- 
ministration, at the most critical seasons." 

Lord 
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Lord Mulgrave said, he was in a very ill state of healthy 
which he hoped would be admitted as an apology for his ap- 
pearing unequal to the task of following the honourable gen- 
tleman through all his reasoniags, and answering every one 
of his arguments. He said, he had not any intention of 
speaking so early in the debate, but that something had fallen 
in the course of the honourable gentleman's speech, which 
ought not to remain a moment unnoticed, much less ought 
it to go out of the house unanswered. His Lordship then^ 
with warmth, reprehended Mr. Fox, for having been so rash 
as to attack the honour of the officers of the navy, by insinu- 
ating that the present court-martial were not likely to discharge 
their duty with fidelity and honour. The honourable gentle- 
man's expression in substance was, " that there were four mem- 
bers of the court, who, on the former trial, had given favour- 
able evidence res'pefting Sir Hugh Palliscr." What was this 
but to insinuate that those ofncers would aft partially ? Did 
the honourable gentleman see the extent of his insinuation ? 
Did he feel that it was an attack of the most serious, the most 
unwarrantable nature ? Could he, could any man, suppose 
that the gentlemen now sitting on the trial of Sir Hugh Pal- 
liser would disregard the most sacred obligations, and be 
swayed by any prejudices to aft contrary to justice ? He had 
not patience at the suggestion, nor could he repress his amaze- 
ment that any gentleman would hazard such an attack upon 
those brave men now at Portsmouth, to whose services this 
country had been much, and in all probability, would be 
still more indebted. [Mr. Fox shaking his head all this 
time, in token that the noble Lord had misunderstood him.] 
His Lordship said, if the honourable gentleman did not 
mean his expression in the sense I take it, I shall rejoice at 
having given him an opportunity of recalling it, and explain- 
ing what he did mean. It must strike every person present^ 
to be either a wanton ' make-weight, in the catalogue of 
charges against the noble Earl, or a base attack on the ho- 
nour and charafter of the officers on the court-martial. To 
me it appears thus ; the blunderbuss was loaded some time 
since, and it was intended to be discharged as this day. It 
was hoped, however, that there would appear some colour- 
able pretext for letting it off. No such pretext appearing, 
the gentleman was determined that the preparation of his 
materials should not be in vain. The intention of having it 
published to-morrow in the newspapers, accompanied with 
a misrepresentation of what I say, was doi^biless the wish of 

the 
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the honourable gentleman when he let it escape him ; but I 
hope every man who hears me will do me the justice to ac- 
knowledge, that I took the first opportunity of rescuing the 
chanuSbers of the officers now on the court-martial, from the 
virulence and injury of so base an insinuation ; an insinuation 
which no man would have made, had he not been totally ig- 
norant of all military feeling. 

As soon as his Lordship grew cooler, he declared, that the 
admiralty had nothing to do with the present court-martial j 
that it was cpnvened in conformity to the aft of Parliament 5 
that the judge-advocate, totally independent of any interfe- 
rence of the admiralty, summoned the witnesses, and proposed 
the questions. If there was any thing in the present court- 
martial which could, in any degree, be deemed management, 
he alone was the guilty person, and the whole bbnie ought to 
rest on his head. At the moment he incurred tlic bbaie, if 
any were due, he was determined to meet the consequence; 
he would not, therefore, hesitate to tell the House to what he 
alluded — it was this: in point of strift propriety, he ought to 
be at Portsmouth, and on the court-martial, but knowing the 
rage for detraction, calumny, and abuse, which now prevailed, 
he had solicited leave of absence, and it was granted to him ; 
had it been refused, dearly as he loved the service, and at- 
tached as he was to the gentlemen and crew of his ship, he 
would sooner have quitted the navy, than have incurred the 
attacks that he well knew would have been made upon his 
charafter, if he had sat upon the court-martial. 

His Lordship went into a long defence of the Earl of Sand- 
wich, replying to several of Mr. Fox's assertions, aiiJ di^ 
daring that he was amazed at his present motion, after so 
many deteftions; he said, he could use no word so proper as 
the word deteftion, when he considered how often the honour- 
able gentleman had come to that house, and endeavoured to 
persuade the house that what he took upon him to assert wcixs 
fafts, when he had not produced a single proof of any one of 
them, and most of them had by other gentlemen been proved 
to be ill-founded. He declared he had heard that two nega- 
tives madei an affirmative, but he had never heard that five ur 
six resolutions, each of them declared to be not true, amounted 
to one general truth ; that to him who did not pretend to be 
so ingenious as the honourable gentleman, it by no means 
appeared to follow, that because every preceding resolution 
had been rejc<fted, tliat therefore the' house ought to adopt 
the present motion, but exactly the contrary. He added that 

the 
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" the noble Lord, so far from meriting censure, merited great 
praise for his official cohdudV. When he came to the presi- 
dency at the admiralty, there was not a year's timber in «ly 
one of our yards, no stores in our arsenals, and the whc^ 
iiavy in a perishing state. ,The noble Lord, by his activity 
and sagacity, had entirely altered the case ; he had brok^ 
through a combination of the timber-merchants, by begiiiniiig 
an importation of foreign timber, and now there was at kast 
timber enough for three years consumption in every one of 
our yards ; our arsenals were also full of stores; our aavy had 
a greater number of large ships than ever, and it was not wAlf 
in a respectable but in a flourishing state. If the motion "wene 
likely to pass, he should move to amend it, to leave out tfci^ 
last words, and to say instead of them, '* the navy beihigjirft 
better state than ever." His Lordship concluded with SiayiM^, 
that there was not a more able, adtive, or knowing mmitttir, 
than the present first Lord of the admiralty, nor one who 
deserved better of his country. " - "^^ 

Mr. Fox rose in reply, and answered the person^paot of 
thf noble Lord's speech. He said, he thought there Vas iR)t 
one gentleman present, who, could have so misunderstood and 
perverted his meaning. He disclaimed the most distant idea X>f 
either insinuating or charging any one of the members of the 
court-martial with partiality, much less with the l»*each of so 

• solemn an obligation as an oath ; neither his words, nor the 
sense in which they were employed, admitted of any thing 
like it. The words favourable testimony seemed to make a 
very extraordinary impression on the mind of the noble Lord, 
unless his Lordship presumed, in all possible cases, that a fa- 

'vourable opinion of the vice-admiral of the Blue involved in 

■ it a degree of guilt. 

He was as ready as the noble Lord to acknowledge the 
high professional and personal merits of the gentlemen alluded 
to. He was persuaded, that no men possessed tiicer feelings 
of honour, nor were more tenacious of preserving every ap- 
pearance of impartiality, which their judicial situation re- 
quired. He had the honour of a personal acquaintance with 
them ', he spoke therefore with the greater confidence. He 
presumed, that the other gentlemen who constituted that 
court, though he knew their characters only by report, were 
equally so ; but what he first said, he did not yet retraft, that 
no man was fit to be a judge upon an event of life and death, or 
indeed in a matter of mere property, who was known to 
have any bias one way or the other. Such a presumed bias 
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no more imported wilful partiality, than it did any thing else ; 
and he was ready to appeal to any one gentleman present, 
learned in the law, whether the whole system of English juris- 
prudence, and every form and mode of proceeding incident to 
the exercise of it, did not militate in the strongest manner 
Bgaiuscthe admission of any person, to be a judge on merits of 
which he was known to have formed a previous opinion ? 
Such a wholesome provision in the manner of legal proceeding, 
was wise, and founded in reason ; because it operated towards 
the attainment of substantial justice, and no more impeached 
. the honour or integrity of persons under such circumstances 
than it did on the account of any other sentiment or opinion 
.they might entertain, though not at all co;ine6led with the 
ai^eft matter. But his words did not go that length ; he 
had not stated a previous opinion as the ground of obje<Stion; 
he <Mily mentioned a favourable testimony,' as applicable to 
ibhe admiralty board, not as applying id the conduct of the 
gentlemen themselves, to shew that the board ought to have 
uroided every thing which could be interpreted into an ap- 
pearance of partiality. 

There was an expression which fell from the noble Lord, 
that he wished to hear explained, because, as it now re- 
mained, it seemed, in his opinion, to require explanation ; it 
was where his Lordship charged him with being a stranger to 
military feelings. If the noble Lord meant that he was igno- 
rant of the profession of a seaman, he acknowledged it ; but 
if he presumed that he did not feel as an officer, when those 
feelings were supposed to apply in common to the sentiments 
i.of an officer and a gentleman, he wished the noble JLiord 
would ^vow it, or explain what he meant ; because, in one 
event he should rest contented, and in the other know what 
wa9, proper to be done, and to take the notice of it such a 
charge deserved. 

Lord Mulgrave said, he would not recede, but would plead 
example in justification of what he had said ; he meant the 
example -of .the honourable gentleman, who, upon almost 
every occasiiHQt, shewed a disposition to depart from the subjeft 
€)f debate,, and to indulge himself in the most indecent and 
ilUfoufided inveftives. He was satisfied that the honourable 
gtentleman had no^ inteation of traducing the charadlers of 
the* gentlemen alluded to 5 and he was sorry, that he had not . 
so e^ipressed himself, when he was first .up, af to have pre- 
vented a possibility of his being misunderstood •, though he 
was still, of opinion, that the words fairly adnaitted of the 
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interpretation he had put upon them. "Warranted as he was 
from what had passed, till the words were explained, he was 
not at liberty to interpret them in any other manner ; now 
they were explained, he was ready to receive them in the 
sense they were intended by the honourable gentleman. 
While he was up, he would, however, take the liberty of 
making one observation •, that in matters of such delicacy, 
where the honour and reputation of absent persons were con- 
cerned, he thought it behoved that honourable gentleman, 
who was so prone to exercise attacks of this kind, to be more 
measured in his language, and not throw out fafts and insi- 
nuations at random, which either direftly, or by inference, 
might afFeft the reputation of professional men, whose great- 
est treasure and boast was a charafter of probity, and a nice 
sense of honour. 

Admiral Kefpel rose next, and confirmed almost every 
thing which had been mentioned by the honourable gentle- 
man who made the motion, respefting the force in Brest- 
water on the 20th June \ and the unkind and ungenerous 
treatment he had received from the admiralty-board, to 
whom he had openly and without reserve communicated his 
most secret thoughts and opinions, though he confessed he 
never looked upon any of ^hem to "be his sincere friends* 
But he ai^ed not upon motives of favour. His sovereign 
and liis country called upon him, and had a right to his ser- 
vices, and he could fiiirlv l.iy his hantl on his heart and say, 
" that he had done his utmost j and if the operations of the 
last campaign had not turned out equal to the public expec- 
tations, he was fully conscious that he had aftcd with the 
warmest zeal to the utmost of his abilities: and' although he 
widely differed in political sentiments with the king's ser- 
vants, he defied any one of them to quote a single instance, 
in which those sentiments mixed witji the discharge of his 
professional duty.*' 

He confessed his situation was proud and flattering ; to be 
singled out from among several ofiScers of much superior me- 
rit ; and the distiniSlion, were it possible to inspire more 
zeal and a£l:iylty In him, was such, as must have made very" 
strong Jmpressions on any man. He felt how much he stood 
indebted to his sovereign and the nation, and it might be 
readily conceived what a contrasted situation he must have 
felt himself in, when brought to a trial for his life, as the 
only reward of his poor services; ^nd still, if possible, a 
more mortifying consequence, what he must have expe- 
rienced 
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rienced when he found himself driven from the service by 
necessity; for surely no person would seriously contend for 
a moment, that he ought to have retained his command, 
while his life, his honour and reputation were in some mea- 
sure within the power of the same men who had successively 
made attempts on each of them. He said, if these impedi- 
ments had not so diredUy stood in the way, the conduft of 
the admiralty-board betrayed the same spirit of implacability, 
and the same desire to get rid of him, since his adtiial dis- 
grace could not be effefted. Ministers knew for some weeks 
previous to his setting off for Bath, for the recovery of his 
health, of his intention to go. They permitted him to go ; 
arid as soon as they found that he had left town, and had of 
course made the necessary arrangements for the restoration 
of his health, they sent one letter, and never followed it with 
a second. 

He thought that their enmity had been satisfied in first 
bringing to a public trial, and afterwards driving him from 
the service; but it was, it seems, not sufficient. In the 
trial now going on at Portsmouth, they were, by a side-wind, 
trying him a second time, and endeavouring to disgrace the 
very able officers who had acquitted him ; and since they 
could not convict him in a direft, they were using the most 
unremitting endeavours to condemn him in an indireiSt man- 
ner ; but, thank God, their arts would fail of effefting their 
intentions. If they tried him everyday, he was certain that 
they could fix upon him no charge of incapacity or breach 
of duty. The transaftions of the 2tth of July, though 
they might be misrepresented, they could not be concealed* 
There were too many witnesses, men of honour and cha- 
rafter, and of independent principles and spirit, present on 
that day, whom no favour could tempt, nor no motives* 
but those of truth and justice influence, with whom he 
woufd be ever ready to deposite his professional charadler ; 
for in them he always was persuaded he would find the guar- 
dians of his honour, and the friends of no man or party, but 
of truth and justice. 

He made several observations on the language of an 
honourable gentleman in a preceding debate [Governor John- 
stone], who had charged him among others that had avowed 
their intention of declining the service, that when any man 
became too great for the state, he ought to be convinced 
that he was no longer worthy of employment. This, he 
said, was a very unfair and cruel iusmuation. The same 

honourable 
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honourable gentleman had given a decided opinion on his 
condndt, respe<EHng his first return into port for a rein- 
forcement. He wished the honourable gentleman had Gon- 
sidered both circumstances before he ventured to decide io 
positively on his motives for declining the service in one in- 
stance, or his conduft for returning into port in the other. 
The question in the first place was, if called upon to lerve^ 
whether he could have done it with any prospeft of success ? 
The honourable gentleman's argument did not come with any 
peculiar force 5 because, in the instant he was observing that 
ofGcers ought not to be permitted to be too great for the , 
state, he found fault with him for returning into ports and 
with his general dispositions in the day of adUou, presum- 
ing that he himself, were the battle to be fought again^ 
would fight it in a better, or in another manner. 

Here was an argument there was no escaping. '* It is 
wrong to employ you ; you might have fought the battle in a 
better and. another manner, and you should not have refcomed 
into port the first time, because you neither knew whether 
the French were superior, or if you did, you should ne- 
Terthele^ have met thejn. But though we impeach your 
military skill, and charge you with a want of zeal, still, if 
you do not serve, you are thereby attempting to sow fiiAion 
and discontent in the fleet. The whole of which, ckawn into 
an abstract proposition, applied to me and a noble Lord 
over the way, amounts to this, that no officer ought to be 
permitted to become too great for the state, because he re- 
fuses to serve under men who have proscribed his honour 
and reputation. 

After several reasons given in detail, why he could not 
trust the ministry, particularly that part of it with which 
he must be more immediately connedled, he declared his 
readiness to do it, if properly called upon. He was,^and 
ever would be at the service of his sovereign and his coun- 
try, and he had no liberty of his own, he said, whenever 
his services were thus called for. 

He said, he was not present at the debate in which an im- 
pli d char^:e of mutiny had been made against him and the 
captains who met to address the King. He was then at 
Bath, but he understood that the charge was made by the 
same honourable gentleman who had condemned the rest of 
his conduct. That, as well as ev* ry other assertion and in- 
terpretation put on his condud, was misrepresented. He 

did. 
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did, it was true, meet several officers of rank and reputa- 
tion ; ^but so far from desiring them not to serve, he pressed 
them to serve j. and as well as he was able, pointed out to 
them the impropriety of declining the service at such a cri- 
tical conjunfture. He was amazed at the word mutiny be- 
ing used by any honourable member ; but he had learned 
from' experience, not to be surprized at any interpretation 
but the true one being put on his condudl. He could, with- 
out any impeachment of his duty or his honour,, promote 
such a mutiny any day ; and if he desired the captains, as 
he did in the instance alluded to, to serve their country, he 
presumed it could be no crime in the opinion of any, but 
those who were predetermined to censure every part of his 
condudl. 

He complained of the attack maae upon him by the vice- 
admiral of the blue, in the newspapers ; and the continual 
misrepresentations wliich were circulated without doors to 
his disadvantage. He valued them not, thank God, and 
would always abide by the sense of his country, as there was 
nothing he more sincerely wished than to have himself judged 
in^'that manner. 

He understood, that, in the course of the last debate, the 
noble Lord in the blue ribbon had justified the not sending 
a squadron into the Mediterranean on a presumed advice 
of his, that it would not be prudent to detach. • It was very 
true, he gave it as his opinion, considering the inadequate 
state of our naval force ; but he begged leave to say, that 
such an opinion did not imply any approbation of the mea- 
sures which created the necessity of not detaching. It was 
likewise urged, that his opinion, that a squadron could not 
be spared to block up the French fleet in the Mediterranean, 
was understood as a disapprobation of detaching at all. No- 
thing could be farther from his thoughts than either to send 
too laree a detachment at one period, or to send it too late. 
Though we could not spare thirteen ships, we might have 
detached five : by that means, Lord Howe would have been 
rendered superior to D'Estaing, and the other eight ships of 
the line would have been such an augmentation to the west- 
ern squadron, as would have rendered it equal, when he 
first, went to sea, to that of France, and have given him a 
decided superiority in all the subsequent operations of the 
summer. , 

He mentioned the superiority of the French to his squa- 
dron, when he first went out ; and said, he was astonished 
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how any man could doubt it, after the proofs of the faA 
which had already been exhibited ; but much more that 
ministers would do so, when they knew that he could J>rove 
they were fully informed of the faft. 

He observed, that no man had more freely or unreservedly 
dealt out his censures upon administration than the honour- 
able gentleman under the gallery [Johnstone], and yet he 
understood he was again going out under their auspices. 
He did not presume to find fault with the honourable gen- 
tleman's resolution ; but he could not help presuming that 
he entertained more favourable sentiments of the wisdom 
and ability of administration^ than he seemed willing to ac- 
knowledge. 

He then entered into a review of the condufl: 6f Lord 
' Howe, bestowed upon, it the highest encomiums 5 ahd af- 
firmed, if it had not been for his superior skill and abilityy 
our naval force in Ajnerica would have been destroyed or 
taken ; and that the greiatest and most fortunate exertions 
of the noble Lord must have failed, had D'Estaing either 
arrived at the mouth of the Delaware a few days earlier, or 
had proceeded diredUy to New York. 

Governor Johnstone entered into a long justificatickn of his 
former speech. He differed in opinion that it would have 
been safe for D'Estaing to have proceeded direftly to New- 
York, or have remained there, when he was not sure that 
the first prospeft each successive morning- might have pre- 
sented, would not be the united fleets of Ix)rd Howe and Mr. 
Byron, in which case his ruin would be inevitable. He 
contended, and would ever contend, that Lord Howe was 
equal to D'Estaing off Rhode Island ; and that although the 
French admiral had arrived in the Delaware, such were the 
natural defences and obstruftions to the navigation of large 
ships up that river, that both the fleet and the army would 
have remained perfeftly safe. 

He denied that he had made any personal attack upon - 
the honourable admiral who spoke last, when absait. He 
gave his opinion fairly, and without reserve, as a member 
of that house. What he said, was founded upon fafts of 
public notoriety, such as, that the admiral had so many 
ships, the French so many, and that such was the issue of 
the contest of the 27th of July. 

Those were matters which a professional man might speak 
of with some confidence, though not with certainty. They 
were fafts every man was at liberty to reason upon.. He 
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said, that whatever his opinion of administration might be, 
he could not come into the ideas of opposition ; a separa- 
tion between Great Britain and America was a measure he 
would never consent to, as long as the least prospeft of suc- 
cess remained* He was certam that such a political connec- 
tion as was proposed, in which the rights or both countries 
were acknowledged, would be equally beneficial to them ; 
while a separation would be no less fetal. It would amount 
not only to the relinquishing of the trade and commerce of 
that country, and the consequent decrease of our naval 
power, but would add proportionably to that of France in 
each respeft. 

He said, he heard with joy and great inward satisfaftion, 
his opinion in respedl of sending out a reinforcement to Lord 
Howe, receive tue approbation of the hohourable admiral. 
He spoke to the propriety of that measure, and voted for 
the censure of the admiralty-board, merely for their negleft 
lii that instance. It was plain, by the honourable admiral's 
avowed opinion, that administration could not safely detach 
a sufficient force to the Mediterranean. It was equally evi- 
dent from the same authority, that they could have spared 
five ships, which would have been enough to have given the 
noble Lord a decided superiority ; nor was it less clear, that 
in neglefting to do so, they had betrayed the greatest inca- 
pacity. 

The censure of ministers for sending out the honourable 
admiral with 20 ships, was not, in hisopi;iion, well founded, 
unless it could be proved that more were neady. If they sent 
a smaller, when they might have sent a larger force, they 
were highly to blame; if they could not, all circumstances 
considered, he thought the measure very justifiable. At 
most, if any blame was due, it could be prtly on the ground, 
that the detachment under Mr. Byron was too large, and 
irom that circumstance, the squadron for our home-defence 
and the proteftion of our returning trade fleets was unneces- 
sarily weakened. Combining these two circumstances, he 
partly agreed with the honourable admiral j but on the sup- 
positionj that it was necessary to detach thirteen ships of 
the line to reinforce Lord Howe, the other measure, that of 
sending out the honourable admiral with twenty, was, in his 
opinion, every way defensible. 

He avowed his wish to serve, and his readiness to accept 
of any command which administration thought proper to en- 
trust him with. It was a season when the state called 
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upon thie services of every man, of every party, whose abili- 
ties or habits of life, or profession, rendered him a fit person 
to be called upon. 

As long as the war was a war upon the rights of Ameri- 
cans, and upon the liberties and privileges they were entitled 
to as British subje^i he was determined to decline his most 
favourite pursuit, that of his profession ; but a^ soon as 
France interfered in the contest, the nature of it was totally 
changed. It was not now a war with America, but a war 
with France, allied with a part of our own subjefts, the ob- 
jeft of which was the destruftion of England. 

In that light alone he should ever hold it y and in that 
light, he, for one, thought that no man could withhold his 
services from the state, without tacitly acknowledging him- 
self to be very indifferent as to the issue. Our situation 
was, he confessed, difficult and dangerous, but was never- 
theless accompanied with a variety of circumstances, which 
held out prospers of success and better times. He described 
the state of America, the weakness of the usurped govern- 
ment established there, the total inability of France to give 
the colonies any succour; or assistance, the destruftion of 
the French commerce, and a yariety of other matters, to 
shew, that America, in case the operations of the ensuing 
campaign were pushed with spirit and vigour, would of ne- 
cessity be compelled to submit and accept of reasonable pro- 
positions, for a permanent accommodation, of all the sub- 
sisting difficulties. 

He advised ministers to lose no time in the necessary pre- 
parations for a vigorous campaign in America j for if either 
the troops meant to be sent thitlier were deficient in num- 
ber, or sent too late, it would be much better not to send 
them at all. The consequences would, and must be one or 
both of these : that nothing decisive could be attempted 
with an inadequate force; and that even with an adequate 
force, collefted too late, no effective or general plan could 
be carried into execution. He hoped to hear or see no more 
ridiculous campaigns, which served only to lavish the money 
and the best of blood of this country j that whatever was at- 
tempted would be speedily attempted ; and that in such a 
manner, as to promise every rational hope of success. 

He entered into a defence of the admiralty-board, rcspefting 
tiu Ir treatment of the two Admirals [Lord Howe and Mr.Kep- 
pcl] j said that if they refused to serve under that board, it was 
not the fault of the board j for it had no pov;er that he knew 
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of to force them into the service. The admiralty board 
were not answerable for the contents of the letter published in 
the newspapers, and signed Sir Hugh Palliser ; nor did he 
think when every other mode of redress was refused, that a 
newspaper was an improper channel of conveying the senti- 
ments of persons, who thought themselves aggrieved, to the 
public eye. He instanced the case of Lord Chatham, on the 
motives of his resignation, and of his accepting of a pension 
for himself and family, and a barony for his Lady and her 
heirs, in a letter to Alderman Bcckford, which was circulated 
in all the public prints ; and of a Roman emperor, who being 
libelled, answered the libel by a publication affixed on his 
palace gates. 

He instanced the case of the late Lord Anson, Admiral 
Holbourne, and the present Lord Hawke, who were severally 
sent out with squadrons inferior to those of the enemy, .who 
never impeached the conduft of those who sent them out, or 
turned the circumstance into a ground of accusation. 

He went into a variety of bbservations of less moment, and 
said he could not give his assent to the motion proposed by 
his honourable friend, as there did not appear sufficient evi- 
dence of the fafts on which the censure of the noble Earl's 
conduft was avowed to be grounded. 

Mr. James Grenvtlle stated several computations respefting 
the naval force of the present day, and that of a similar pe- 
riod, during the late glorious war, to prove, that although 
greater sums had been expended th6 three first years of this 
war, than the three first years of the former, that our »navy 
was not nearly in so respe^able a condition. 

He' mentioned the shameful, the criminal negledl of the 
Mediterranean, and said we must expeft and look, and per- 
haps the event was at no great distance, for the loss of Mi- 
norca and Gibraltar. 

He drew a piftnre of former administrations, particularly 
that of Mr. Pitt, afterwards Earl of Chatham, which he con- 
trasted with that of the present : and begged that fortune 
might not be supposed to have any hand in either, because the 
causes in each period, according to the general course of human 
occurrences, must have produced the efFefts which followed, 
weak measures, ruin, and disgrace ; those planned in wisdom, 
and conducted on the principles of the constitution, which 
were all dire(5led to the public good, fame, honour, and success. 

He spoke shortly to several parts of the question, and pre- 
sumed there was not a person present who seriously doubted 
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whether proofs had not been laid before the house, fully 
sufficient to justify the present vote. 

Lord Howe answered I-.ord Mulgrave as to several parti- 
ticulars. He denied that the two ships of the line were in- 
tended as a reinforcement, one of them being sent with the 
commissioners, and ordered to return with them should they 
make no stay, and without them if they should 5 and as to 
the other, the Eagle, being ordered home with him, it ren- 
dered the force equal to what it was before those ships were 
sent out ; so that, >on the whole, the reinforcement stated by 
the noble Lord amounted to just nothing. 

He then replied to Governor Johnstone. He said that the 
army could never have made their retreat good from Philadel- 
phia, if D'Estaing had arrived a few days earlier 5 that the 
Delaware would have been blocked up ; and that the supp^ 
of provisions being cut off, the army, under Sir Henry Clin« 
ton, must either have been starved or be compelled to force 
their way to New York, under every possible disadvantage | 
or supposing that the army might have gained New York 
without any considerable loss, the force under his command 
in the Delaware, deprived of their co-operation, must have 
fallen into the enemy's hands ; the consequence of which must 
be, that by the assistance of the rebel army, and the additional 
force, D'Estaing might have avoided an engagement with Mr, 
Byron, or met him with a confessed superiority, some of his 
ships having been separated from him in the gale of wind 
on his pa£s?.<:;e from Europe. 

As to his force being equal off Rbode Island, to that under 
the command of D'Estaing, he ^Tenied it ; and begged leave, 
once for all, to contradict the honourable gentleman's asser- 
tion. It was neither equal in point of number of ships of the 
line, or numbers ; and it was, in his opinion, to the last degree 
absurd and impracticable, to talk of a line of battle 5 and, in 
the ideal arrangement of it, to state fifties and forties being 
brought into the line, and supposing that they could lie along- 
side seventy-fours and large French sixty-fours. The parti- 
cular instance on which the honourable gentleman so much 
relied, of an Englisli fifty [the Phoenix] engaging a French 
seventy-four, afforded no good ground for so wild a conjec- 
ture \ and he would recommend to the lionourable gentleman, 
should he be called into a<S>ual service, not wantonly, upon the 
presumption of superior skill or courage, to risque too much 
upon those circumstances ; for if accidents proved sometimes 
favourable on one side, it furnished a fair argument, tliat they 
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might prove, at another time, equally favourable on that of 
the enemy. 

His Lordship then entered into the detail of the 27th of ^ 
July, and observed, that in op^ations of great magnitude, too 
much stress should not be laid upon the circumstances of 
superior skill and bravery. It was a mistaken doflrine \ and 
one that he never liked to hear urged with too great confidence* 
It was wrong to despise an enemy on those accounts } for 
what he deemed, and always shoidd, the best pledge of suc- 
cess, was an equality of force. The British navy had often 
triumphed with an inferior force ; it was not however always 
the case : for his part, he would trust to an equaUty j he 
would not be detered from his duty, though a superiority was 
against him ; but, as a seaman, when an equality or superi- 
jWty of force could be procured, he would ever prefer it. 
^Lord North replied to Mr. Fox, upon the precedent of an 
honourable gentlefeian's expulsion [Mr. Wilkes], on which he 
seemed to lay so great a stress. The precedent that he had 
been expelled upon an aggregate charge, consisting of four 
separate articles : — First, For a republication of the North 
Britain. Was not that faft known to the whole kingdom ? 
Was not he legally convifted in a court of law ? Was not 
that gentleman convifted upon a similar charge, respefting 
the Essay on Women ? Had not he avowed at the bar of that 
house, that he was the author of the libel on a noble Viscount, 
then in high office [Weymouth] ? and was not his outlawry 
upon record, though, from some circumstances of informality 
which arose in the course of the proceedings, the outlawry was 
reversed ? — ^He begged the honourable gentleman to consider 
whether any one of those charges could be controverted, 
much less denied ; three of them were matter of record, and 
the fourth was founded on that species of evidence, always 
received as the best and most conclusive, the confession of 
the party accused, in the presence of the judicature, which 
had cognisance of the offence, and who were to determine 
upon the truth of the charge that was to lead to jthe punish- 
ment they were about to inflift. 

He then proceeded to examine the nature of the proofs of 
the respective charges, on which the honourable gentleman 
had founded his present motion. He had accused the noble 
Earl with deceiving the nation in November 1777, by affirm- 
ing that there were at that time ready, or nearly ready for sea, 
42 ships of the line. Had the honourable gentleman proved 
that there were aiot ? No, certainly he had not ; on the con- 
trary, the affirmative had been proved over and over again, 
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in the course of the debates on the subjeft. The next charge 
was, that we were .not equal to France in June, and the proof 
was, that Admiral Keppel sailed early in that month with 
only twenty ships of the line, while there wer£ twenty-seven 
or thirty-two ready to proceed to sea from the harbour of 
Brest. To this he would give a dire6l answer, that both the 
faft and the consequence on which it was founded, were 
equally void of proof to support them. For it might with 
much more justice be asserted, that the naval force of this 
country was fully equal to that of France in June ; because, 
when Mr. Keppel sailed from Plymouth, there were not more 
than seventeen, at most twenty sail of the line, ready to pro- 
teed to sea from Brest water. Here his Lordship went into 
several arguments to maintain this position, such as that the pa- 
pers found aboard theLicorne and the Pallas contained no s^/k 
cific proof whatever, only a mere paper of anchorage, withOTK 
date, which might be presumed to bear relation as well to a 
former or future arrangement (of a pilot's mere instruftion for 
anchorage) ; but what put the matter past doubt in his mind, 
and took away every pretence for controversy was, that 
D'Orvilliers looked upon himself to be inferior to the western 
squadron, otherwise he never would have staid in harbour, 
while he was convinced that he had a superiority of three to 
two over an enemy, then stationed off the coast ; and waited, 
from motives of inverted policy, till that enemy was in a situa- 
tion to meet him upon equal terms. 

His Lordship then defended the propriety of not detaching 
earlier, or not sending}; a squadron to Gibraltar, in order to 
block up that of D'Estaing, and thereby preventing him from 
proceeding to America. 

The honourable Admiral, who lately spoke in the debate, 
acknowledged frequently that it would not be prudent to 
send a fleet to the Mediterranean ; and, for his part, he was 
equally clear, that it jvould be a very, hazardous and dan- 
gerous measure to have detached Mr. Byron on the service 
on which he was sent, till it was first known what course 
D'Estaing had taken ; till it was known that he was in 
his way across the Atlantic, or meant to have joined the 
Brest fleet. 

The honourable Admiral had acceded to, or rather con- 
firmed, these reasonings, in the course of his speech, but 
said, why not send five ships to reinforce the noble Lord, 
then commanding in America ? And the noble Lord himself 
had confirmed this argument, b/ saying that he was inferior 
to DTst'dingn 
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He begged leave to answer both those objeftions. To the 
honourable Admiral, it was enough to answer, that the noble 
Lord was equal, if not, nearly equal, to D'Estaing ; and that 
ministers were fully, justified in hazarding and trusting to a 
trifling inferiority, on the part of the noble Lord, so lonjj; as 
they remained in a state of suspense, concerning the destina- 
tion of the squadron under D'Estaing. To the noble Lord 
who had said that two- ships, which composed part of liis squa- 
dron, made no addition to the strength of the naval force in 
America, it was sufficient to observe, that in the situation he 
was in, apprized of D'Estairig's supposed destination, he would 
never have permitted the ship which carried out the commis- 
sioners to return, nor come home in the Eagle himself, when 
he must perceive that the reducing the remaining force would 
Ipave been little short of devoting it to the enemy, wliich, in 
Aat event, must have been manifestly so far superior, as to cut 
off almost any well-founded prospcft of successful resistance. 

His Lordship passed several handsome compliments on the 
noble Lord near him [Mulgrave] \ said he had stated the mat- 
ters now cursorily mentioned by him, in a manner which ren- 
dered his rising very unnecessary, had not the honourable 
Admiral over the way, and the noble Lord behind him [Howe] 
pressed so strongly the necessity of sending out a small de- 
tachment, in order to give the noble Lord, last mentioned, a 
superiority over D'Estaing. 

His Lordship said, he must take notice of the language of 
the honourable Admiral, whose principal complaint against 
the noble Lord at the head of the Admiralty, and the rest of 
his Majesty's ministers, and which he assigned as a very jjtrong 
motive for his decHning to serve, was, that he was not begged 
and entreated and supplicated to serve. — He assured the ho- 
nourable Admiral, if he knew that no other impediment stood 
in the way, he was so well apprized of his great abilities, and 
so anxious to see them employed in the service of his country, 
that instead of writing one letter, he would have advised the 
writing of a second and a third, in order to effeft so desirable 
a purpose ; and he was certain so would every one of his Ma- 
jesty^s servants. He had to lament that he did not know in 
time, that all the honourable Admiral wanted to induce h'ua 
to the performance of his duty was, to be begged and en- 
treated J for he assured him, as far as he had any voice or ir- 
fluence in his Majesty's councils, no ground of complaint 
would have remained on that head. 

To that part of Mr. Fox's speech, which contained a 

charge of partiality and enmity in adminis ration towards tKe 
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honourable Admiral, he next replied ; as it could not be the 
interest of administration to persecute or prosecute Mr. Kep* 
pel, so now it was not their wish to either screen or exculpate 
Sir HughPalliser. Ministry knew nothing of that gentleman's 
int^ided charge, till it appeared in the shape of a specific ac- 
cusation, formally preferred to the board of Admiralty; nor 
was there the least intention of shewing any favour or indul- 
gence to Sir Hugh Palliser, but what he was entitled to from 
principles of humanity and justice. His Lordship observed, 
that no accusation having been made, the admiralty board, 
upon what came out in evidence on the honourable Admiral's 
trial, thought that the minutes on that trial afforded sufficient 
matter on which to ground an inquiry into the Vice-admiral'» 
conduA; they held it their duty to do so; and, in his opinion, 
nothing but the most malignant disposition, fatEiious malicCa 
and party rage, could have led any man to conclude, that 
cither the noble Lord, or any other member or members of 
Administration, had interfered in the difference which arose 
between the Admiral and Vice-admiral. It was to the last 
degree absurd and monstrous ; it was indeed a malicious and 
ill-founded accusation to say they did, and could only have 
originated in the rage and disappointment of party, and in 
the most extravagant phrenzy and fury of fadlion. 

He perfeftly corresponded in sentiment with the noble 
Lord who spoke early [Mulgrave], that it was cruel, ungene- 
rous, and indecent, to attack men in the performance of their 
duty; and an a6i: of duty too, very far from being pleasant, that 
of sitting on the life and honour of a brother officer. It -was 
fhe kst species of persecution towards a fallen and unfortunate 
man. It was an unjustifiable attack upon the cliaradlers of 
professional men, and could be designed for no other apparent 
purpose, but deterring them from the performance of their 
duty, by holding out the alternative of either consenting to 
convi(ft, peril aps, an innocent man, or of submitting to the 
obloquy of having been so far influenced by partial or corrupt 
motives, as to sacrifice every thing which they should hold 
dear, as men and officers, the preservation of their honour, 
and a due regard to their oaths. 

He spoke of the remonstrance signed by the naval officers, 
and said, though tliere were several signatures to that paper, 
whicli he ever had and ever would revere, he was free to say, 
that it gave a very dangerous example, and was in its nature 
subversive of all discipline ov.d subordination. If appeals 
of such a kind were promoted or encouraged, no person could 
say where they might end, or^ whether in time they might 
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not be extended to every subordinate rank and class of sea* 
men) and instead of promoting the purposes which it af- 
fcAed to recommend, be produftive of mutiny and disobe- 
dience. 

.His Lordship concluded with saying, that, as nothing 
which went to the aggregate charge had been proved ; or 
taking the matter fairly both formally and substantially, as 
every separate charge had been disproved and negatived ; so 
It required no argument to shew that an aggregate of a 
thousand negatives could never be made to amount, in 
reason or justice, to a single aflSrmative. 

Admiral Keppel repeated, that although the home service 
would not admit of a large detachment for either the Medi- 
terranean or America, that nevertheless five ships might 
have been spared early enough to reach America before 
D'Estaing reached it j which would have had thfe desired 
efied, that of giving him a superiority at his going out the 
first time, and in the course of the whole summer after, as 
well as the noble Lord under the opposite gallery. He 
trottld, by that means, have gone out with twenty^ight in- 
stead of twenty ships, and after his reinforcements reached 
him, he would have had a force of forty ships of the line, 
which would have been such a decisive superiority, as must 
have blocked up D'Orvilliers, or, if he had ventured to come 
out, would, in all hirnian probability, have ended in his de^ 
itru£tion. 

The noble Lord in the blue ribbon had affefted to be very 
witty at his expence ; he was very glad when any thing 
which fell from him furnished an opportunity to the 
noble Lord to display his wit, which it was acknowledged 
on all hands he could exert at will; but since the noble 
Lord had been indulged in his witty ironical striftures, he 
begged leave to observe, that so far from saying that he 
desired to be begged or intreated, that he did not even in- 
sinuate any such wish or expectation. He complained, that, 
oh his acquittal, he received a cold letter. He complained, 
that another had been sent to his house in his absence, when 
it was known he was out of town for the benefit of his health, 
and that no further notice had been taken of him. Now he 
could not perceive any thing in this short, but plain narra* 
tive, that indicated a wish or desire to be begged, suppli- 
cated, or intreated. He stood fairly in the opinion of every 
jHTofessional man in the house, naval or military, whether this 
treatment amounted even to ^ common encouragement, such 
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as should accompany a trust of such importance, for him 
to resume his command ; or, whether his declining to serve 
under such circumstances, might be fairly interpreted into 
a wish to be begged to ser\'e, to be humoured in the petu- 
lance and caprice of a child, who required pressing to ac- 
cept of what he would not take without being intreated 
and solicited. He assured the noble Lord he was no child, 
however capricious he might deem him ; neither did he 
regard the ministry as children; but if the noble Lord 
wanted to really know why he mentioned the letter, he 
wbuld fairly tell him, that at so important a crisis as the 
present he did not love to lie still, for he was ready to serve 
whenever he could do it with security, and upon such terms 
as he could safely trust to. 

Lord North made a short reply to the admiral. He said, 
he did riot consider him as a child, and was sorry that he 
understood him to be in jest when he was most seriously in 
earnest. He believed the letter alluded to was drawn up in 
the common forms of office : there was nothing, he pre- 
sumed, omitted that ought to have been inserted ; wd ■ if 
tliere was nothing added, the honourable admiral had no 
reason to charge the letter with coldness on that account. 
As to the lionourable admiral's readiness to serve, it amounted, 
to very little, if it was meant to be accompanied or clogged 
with conditions not usually annexed to conmiands rf a 
similar nature. He was perfectly serious when he expressed 
a wish for his services \ but that wish, he confessed, did not 
extend farther than the general rules and usages of the service 
were -stridtly adhered to. 

It v/as not, in his opinion, quite fair to charge administra- 
tion with driving him from the service of his country, when, 
ill facV, taking the matter either way, his declining to serve 
amounted to a direct refusal to serve, if, in accepting the 
command, he annexed terms to that acceptance not war- 
ranted or sirpported by precedent. 

Right honourable T. Toivnsheiid contended, that every single 
step takco by administration afforded the most unequivocal 
proofs that the same system had been uniformly pursued, 
that v/as a proscription of every oiTictr who professed to be 
a whig, or aclcd indcp':iiKlentIy, or flared upon any occa- 
sion, as a senator, to ditlcr from the Kini^'s servants. 

lie inshir.ccd tl.xc cold and iiiikiiul treatment which 
the late Sir Charles Saunders liad experienced at the hands 
of ministers. On the prospedl of an approaching rupture 
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with Spain, relative to the dispute concerning Faulklahd's 
Islands, that gallant seaman was called upon, he believed 
reluftantly, by ministers. He attended to their call v/ith 
alacrity, and with that zeal for the honour of his King, 
and for the interests of his country, for which he was so 
justly distinguished. When that affair blew over, after 
the admiral had put himself to a very great expence in 
necessary preparations, the ships were disarmed, and thence- 
forward, to the day of Sir Charles's death, ministers took 
no notice of him, but resumed their former coolness and 
negleft, manifesting the most pitiful and paultry resent- 
ment, that of neglefting even to make an offer or acknow- 
ledgment for the very considerable expence he had been 
put to. 

He then gave an history of the treatment of Mr. Kcp- 
pel, from his being called into the. closet in November 
1776, to give his opinion respecting the then situation of 
naval affairs, and the armaments going oa m the ports of 
France and Spain, to the instant he was speaking j and 
contended, that in every one instance, ministers had a<^led 
either in a style of coolness, diffidence and ne^kft, or di- 
reftly hostile. 

He said, no change could be expefted which would 
vary the situation of a professional. man. It was the report 
of the day, that Lord Sandwich, after he should be car- 
ried through the ordeal, by means of a corrupt majority, 
was to resign, and give place to Lord Hilsborough. What 
was this but a continuance of the same weak and wicked 
system ? A system ^lerely framed to keep the patronage of 
the navy in the hands of great Lords, who were known 
to be subservient to the will of the court, to have a land 
lord-admiral to command our navy in times of war. 

Mr. Welhore Ellis spoke of the advantages an absolute mo- 
narchy had over a limited one in times a war. He ap- 
plied the argument to the conduiSt of the admiralty-board, 
that when hostilities were commenced we had always the 
worst of it; and that he never recollefted a single instance, 
nor read of one, in which we v/ere fully enabled to exert our- 
selves till the third or fourth year. In King William and 
Queen Anne's time, history supported the truth of the ob- 
servation J and in the war in 1739 with Spain, and after- 
wards with Spain arid France, though it continued for al- 
most ten years, we had never struck what might be called 
a decisive blow, till towards the close of it, when Anson 
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* and Warren, and the present Lord Hawke, had successively 
defeated the French fleets ; the consequence of which was 
the favourable terms we afterwards procured from our ally, 
the present Empress Queen, no less than by much the 
greater part of Austrian Flanders, then in the possession of 
France. 

He spoke likewise of the conduft of the late war, and 
shewed, that we experienced very little success till the fourth 
year. 

The conclusion he drew was, if there had been any ap- 
parent weakness in our state of naval preparation and its rf- 
feftive force, it was clearly iinputable to a radical cause, in- 
herent in our constitution, which while it occasioned our 
first efforts to be weak and feeble, amply counterbalanced that 
defeft, by the additional strength and vigour which it injFused 
into all our subsequent operations. 

Golonel Barre rose, and passed the highest encomiums on 
the conduft of Admiral Keppel, which he contrasted with 
the partial, cool, and persecuting behaviour of ministers. 
They had inveigled him, as it were, into the service for cer- 
tain temporary purposes ; and as soon as those purposes were 
answered, they conspired to effeft his ruin. They imagined 
that they could cover the ruinous state and condition of 
the navy, under that gentleman's fame and reputation as a 
seaman, and his popularity as an honest independent man. 
When they had secured that point, they instantly began to 
plot his destruftion. He was equally lavish in his encomi- 
ums on the noble Lord who commanded in America, and in 
contrasting his professional merit with the treatment he re- 
ceived from ministers, affirming, without reserve, that their 
great abilities, their integrity, and their known independent 
spirit, and love for their country, were the true motives for 
the negleft and indifference shewn to one, and the persecu- 
tion and coldness shewn to the other. He said, besides all 
their great and good qualities, they possessed a species of 
professional popularity among their brother officers more 
perhaps than any two men ever experienced at one time in 
this country. It was not a popularity that was confined to 
tlie officers alone, or to even the very seamen serving under 
them ; it was universal in every quarter of the globe where 
a British seaman was to be found. *^ Little Keppel !" and 
*' Black Dick" were the favourites, and he solemnly pro- 
tested, that he believed, if the whole British navy was to 
rendezvous and be united in one squadron, or destined to 
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two services, and that Little Keppel of Black Dick were ta 
tommand jointly or severally, that such was the confidence, 
affeftion, and estimation those officers were held in by the 
whole body of British seamen, that a press upon such an 
occasion would be rendered in a great measure unnecessary. 
They were honest men, that was a crime ; they were both 
able and honest, that was a greater crime ; they were honest, 
able, and independent, still worse ; but they were honest, 
able, independent, and popular, and that was the greatest 
crime of all. Such men, with such dispositions, were not 
proper objefts of ministerial confidence or attention ; servi- 
lity, flattery, and all the deceptions arts by which the pre- 
sent set of men in power have attained to their elevated sta- 
tions, and have kept diemselves in them, are expefted from 
all their subordinate instruments. A system of so much 
weakness, art, and villainy, must be supported throughout 
every part of government ! it must be prevalent and univer- 
sal, or the whole fabric may fall about the ears of its con- 
trivers and conduftors. Lord Howe and Mr. Keppel were 
not men fit for the purposes which milst be effe<Sted by such a 
system ; they could not, nor would not co-operate in support 
of it ; and, since ministers were rash and confident enough 
to hazard every thing upon the issue, he was of opinion, that 
they had afted consistently and upon principle, in driving 
those two great officers from the service. But when he gave 
them credit for this management, he warned them to be 
aware of the consequences in case of defeat or disaster. The 
nation, in case of misfortune, would demand justice — the 
heads of ministers were staked on the issue — they were en- 
trusted with the executive power — ^Parliament had placed in 
them an unlimited confidence ; they had repeatedly pledged 
themselves to Parliament for the measures they had advised 
their Sovereign to adopt, and should any fatal disaster fol- 
low, their heads would be made responsible for the conse- 
quences. 

The noble Lord in the blue ribbon was generally esteemed 
sin honest man, indeed he believed he was a very honest man^ 
in the sense he understood the expression •, that is, he was not 
a public plunderer 5 but if, on the other hand, he permitted 
the nation to be plundered of millions, he would repeat mil- 
lions, before his face, was not he, as the great trustee of the 
public, much more culpable than those who a£bially ribbed 
their country and shared the spoil ? If there was 200,0001. 
given to this contradlor, as much more to another j if every 
man almost in every public situation^ conne&ed with the 
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finances and national expenditure, was permitted to plunder, ' 
wias riot that a blacker crime (and of infinitely more exten- 
sive mischief) in the trustee, than it was in any of the subor- 
dinate persons who availed themselves of the circumstance of 
a failure of duty in the principal ? He would put the question 
fairly to the country gentlemen, and to every person of landed 
property in the house. Suppose that a steward of an estate 
of one'or five thousand pounds a year, who had undertaken 
its management, and made himself both in law and con- 
science responsible to render a fair return of the profits, was to 
pay double for every demand which might be made on that 
estate ; suppose he accepted of false charges, and knowingly 
allowed them and passed them in account ; suppose that he 
suflTered the tenants to run away with their efi^efts before his 
face, and having it in his power to compel payment, let them 
off without paying their rent ; suppose that he permitted 
waste to be committed, woods to be cut down, and the houses, 
ofiices, and every improvement, to go to wreck and ruin : 
and to make one supposition more, that he did not touch a 
single shilling of the spoil ; what would be the condition. of 
such a man ? Would it not be much more for the advantage 
of hi? employer, that instead of 50 per cent, loss such a con- 
du6l might occasion, that he had been an artful, diligent 
rogue, who, though he might cheat or take ten per cent, out 
of the profits for his own use, would take care that no other 
perfion should rob it of a single shillinjr ? If the simile was exa- 
mined and properly compared, it would be found to be produc- 
tive of much more mischievous effedVs, in proportion, when 
applied to government ; for it was not only the loss of the 
money, but that nothing was well done or faithfully executed. 
A general spirit of rapine, plunder, and dissipation had gone 
forth, and in the scramble for the spoil, the interests of the 
nation were negle6led, and its afitiirs suffered to go to ruin. 

He next made an application of those fa^ls lo the subordi- 
nate offices under the board at which the noble Lord, men- 
tioned in the motion, presided ; the navy and vidlualling 
offices, &c. He did not mean to criminateor defend the noble 
Lord from his being a participant of the spoils so gathered. 
All he meant to conclude from those fadls was, that the 
r.oblc Lord, as well as the noble Lord in the blue ribbon, be 
tlicir hands ever so clean, were more criminal than the per- 
sons who shared the plunder. 

The noble Lord, whose removal was desired by the present 
motion^ was, however, pretty notorious. He did not wish to 
be umkrsiood as speaking from his own knowledge. Public 
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report had sometimes a great influence upon his opinions ; but 
general and almost universal report was to him little short 
of proof positive. Enquire then the noble Lord's character 
as a statesman ; look for it from professional men in the navy. 
Go to the India-house, to Greenwich-hospital, to the church, 
to the play-house, to his own neighbourhood. What would 
such enquiries lead to.^ That Jemmy Twitcher was known 
• well at them all j that his conduft was uniform and cor^ 
distent both in his pleasures, his amusements, and in trans- 
aftions of business ; and that, like his tiame-sake in Gay's 
celebrated opera, whenever he shall find himself hard 
pressed, that he will 'peach his comrades — that he will be the 
means of bringing the rest of the gang to justice. 

He answered several things which had fallen from Lord 
North relative to the duties of an ,oiBcer, whom his Lordship 
had described as little better than a mere machine, to be em- 
ployed by the persons entrusted with the executive powers of 
the state. He contended, that no man was supposed to sur- 
render his understanding the instant he accepted of a com- 
mand. A man of such a description was not fit for a com- 
mand. He must be acquainted with circumstances, other- 
wise he cannot be a judge of the prafticability of the service. 

There was a doctrine becoming very prevalent in that 
house, and first broached by a learned gentleman over the 
way [the Attorney General], that officers were not to judge of 
circumstances direftly within the line of their profession, 
so it was totally out of their contetnplation as professional 
men to form political opinions. This was a doftrine he 
would never endure, when carried to the length apparently 
contended for by that gentleman. He Said, if seamen had 
not political opinions of their^own, probably the Revolution 
would never have happened, nor the present family be seated 
on the throne of these kingdoms. 

He took notice of the conduft of the oiHcers and seamen 
under the command of Lord Dartmouth, in 1688,* when the 
Prince of Orange vras daily expefted ; that his Lordship, 
fearful of trusting to the ojEcers and seamen under his com-* 
mand, called a council of war, when it was the opinion of 
the flag and other principal ofiicers, that it would not be safe 
to meet the enemy, on account of the spirit of dissatisfa<5lion 
which had spread itself through the whole fleet. It was ac- 
cordingly determined not to endeavour to intercept the Dujich 
fleet ; though it was plain, if the spirit had been the other 
way, we w^re considerably superior to the Dutch, and, in all 
probalility, would have at once put an end to ail the designs of 
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the Prince of Orange. He mentioned several other instances, 
such as the siege of Rochellc, the conduft of Buckingham 
and Captain Pennington, to prove, that men serving their 
country were not put into a situation wherein their duty, from 
certain circumstances, would be best and most effedhially 
performed by the submitting to be the instruments em- 
ployed for its destrudlion. Such an idea was to the last 
degree ridiculous and irrational. Ah officer, like every other 
subject, stood in two relations j he Was bound by a regard for 
his own personal honour and the good of his country ; . 
when any motive of condudl: direftly and manifestly contra- 
difted or forbid the. performance of either rfuty, it was in 
itself nugatory and absurd ; an officer's reputation and cha- 
racter formed his greatest treasure, and it was monstrous to 
suppose that any power on earth could compel him to become 
the parricide, instead of the defender and proteftor of the 
interests and liberties of his country. • 

He sat down with reminding the house, that the vote of 
that day would probably decide the fate of this country ; 
earnestly exhorted them to weigh it well and look forward 
to the consequences j and observed, that whatever apologies 
they might have made to themselves, for the implicit coniS- 
dence they had reposed in the present administration, that 
pretence no longer existed, as ministers had not only been 
charged, but fairly and fully convifted, of having abused that 
confidence, and given proofs cf their total incapacity, and 
of the most rooted enmity and ill-will towards two of the 
greatest, and every way the most deserving officers, this 
country could at any one period ever boast of. 

Honourable Captain WaJstngham answered that part of the 
foregoing speech which was personally direfted against the 
first lord of the admiralty. He said, no man who ever sat at 
the admiralty board had exerted himself with more zeal, or 
more effli<Stually, than the noble lord who at present presides 
there. The honourable gentleman had represented the fleet 
as in a ruinous and rotten condition, and imputed the chief 
cause of that state to the using foreign timber. The faft was 
not so ; and if it had, the cause assigned was not founded, for 
he could assure him, that the Stettin timber had answered 
every thing asserted of it by the noble Lord in another as- 
sembly : some part of it was prime good, some middling, and 
perhaps some indifferent ; but he ( ould affirm, from his own 
knowledge, that much the greater part of it was equal to any 
of native growth ; and he was well authorized to affirm, from 
his own knowledge, that the Stettin oak, like his Lordship's 
8 heart. 
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heart, was sound and incorrupt, notwithstanding all the mis- 
representations that had gone forth to the contrary. 

He was not ashamed to avow these sentiments in the face of 
the nation ; they were native, and rose from conviction. He 
had a great esteem for the noble lord, his gratitude urged him 
to declare it ; he was happy to find his sentiments so strongly 
supported by his judgment. He had no temptation to cringe 
or adulate any man, be his station ever so exalted; but he 
was bound as an officer and a gentleman to bestow praise 
where it was merited. He was an independent man, and 
was ready to put the smiles or frowns of either side of the 
house equally at defiance. 

He then went into a detail of the aftion of the 27th of July, 
and passed the highest encomiums on the condiift and mihtary 
dispositions made by the commander in chief. 

He spoke warmly in behalf of Mr. Keppel, in reply to the 
imputed charge of his giving countenance or fomenting a spirit 
of dissatisfadtion among the officers of the navy. He knew 
the contrary to be the fedt ; for in respedl of himself and of 
every other officer with whom he conversed on the subjeft, 
he knew, and had learned, that the honourable admiral had 
particularly exerted his best endeavours, and had pressed his 
advice upon every officer of rank, to serve ; enforcing it with 
the most cogent and well adapted motives, for effecting the 
purposes of general union and satisfa<Slion. 

He sat down with declaring his intention of giving a nega- 
tive to the motion. 

Lord John Cavendish concluded the debate, said the two 
noble Lords and several gentlemen who spoke on the other 
side, supported their opinions on a false idea, that the vote 
proposed involved in it a degree of pimishment, and conse- 
quently demanded proofs sufficient to found a criminal prose- 
cution upon ; nothing could be farther from the intentions of 
his honourable friend, and those who meant to support his 
motion. They knew better ; they knew that that House was 
not competent to punish, and that their power extended only 
to inquiry. That inquiry might lead to punishment ; because 
the power exercised on such occasions by the House of Com- 
mons was analagous, but on a proportionably larger scale, to 
that vested in a grand jury. 

But even in that light, the present vote did not point so 
far 'y it solely was confined to a dismission from a trust on 
which that house was every way competent to decide. They 
had given for instance their confidence and support to the pre- 
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sent ministers, ^mong the rest to the noble lord at the head of 
the admiralty. When> therefore, the honourable gentleman 
spoke of proofs such as would be demar^ded in a court of cri- 
minal justice, or even such as would be requisite to adduce in 
an inquiry which might terminate in punishnient, as in the 
case of an impeachment, the argument was unanswerable ; 
but it was in the present case totally ill-applied ; for it went 
no farther than withdrawing a trust that had been improperly 
exercised and abused. The whole of the question, to meet it 
fairly, amounted to thus much, and no more ; and ought to 
be met in that, and no other manner. On which side do the 
proofs preponderate ? Are the proofs or grounds of the mo- 
tion equally cogent on both sides ? All who think in that 
manner, he confessed, could give no vote either one way or 
the other. In the opinion of many, perhaps, the proofi of 
miscondu<^ are not satisfadlory ; such will of course vote 
the negative of the proposition stated in the motion, dnd so 
vice versd ; but it was totally unreasonable to examine the 
evidence on one side by the most rigid rules of law, and urge 
the defence as competent, though founded only in the most 
loose and unsupported assertions. 

The house at length divided on the question, ayes 118, 
noes 221. 

April 20. 
"Went irito a committee on the Dissenters bill, Mr. Mtmtagu 
took the chair ; read a petition from the chancellor, masters, 
and scholars of the university of Oxford against the bill, unless 
some clause should be inserted in it, declaratory of the Chris- 
tianity of those who were to be relieved by it. 

Lord North urged the propriety of the petition, and insisted 
that as guardians to religion and morality. Parliament should 
take care that no doftrines should be allowed to be dissemi- 
nated through the land subversive of Christianity, which was 
the basis of the constitution : the bill, without such a clause 
as was required, would give a legal toleration to the public 
preaching of dodh-incs no less repugnant to religion than to 
the safety of the state \ the Turk, the heathen, the idolater, 
might, by virtue of the a<St, think themselves tolerated in pro- 
pagating their tenets, and overturning the established religion. 
To obviate such dangers, he would lay a proposition before 
the committee, to which he was sure the Dissenters would 
subscribe, and consequently he could not foresee any opposi* 
tion to it : he then moved, that in order to be relieved by the 
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afl:, every Dissenter should make a declaration^ purporting 
that ** I, A. B. do solemnly declare, that I am a Christian, 
and a Protestant Dissenter ; and that I take the holy scrip- 
tures, both of the Old and New Testament, as they are gene- 
rally received in Protestant countries, for the rule of my faith 
and pradKce." 

M&r. Wilkes. I am a steady friend to religious liberty and 
the right of private judgment, and therefore I hope to see 
this bill go through the committee, unclogged by either of the 
tests proposed by the noble Lord in the blue ribbon, or the 
honourable gentleman near him. Neither of them has ad- 
vanced a syllable to shew the right of the civil magistrate to 
interpose in matters of private opinion, to over-rule the rights 
of conscience, or to didlate a creed for the rest of the com- 
munity. I deny that the civil magistrate has the least concern 
with the salvation of souls, or that any power of that nature 
is delegated to him. Men assemble in society only for the 
security of their civil rights, the preservation and possession 
of life, liberty, houses, goods, effcdls, all kinds of property. 
The magistrate is therefore armed with the whole force of 
the state to assist the weak against the violence of the strong. 
Here his power ends. It need not, it cannot be carried far- 
ther. My faith, whether robust or feeble, must depend on 
the persuasion of my own mind, or the strength or weakness 
of my understanding, on the convi£tion which reasoning may 
operate. A person cannot be privileged to think and exaftiine 
ihatters of faith t« be believed by another. So far only as I 
know, can I give a full assent. Some gentlemen near nie are 
mistaken, when they talk in so confidential a strain of the 
sincerity and certainty of their faith ; for no man could ever 
actually believe every thing in the 39 articles, because no man 
ever could understand the whole. In every unintelligible pro- 
position, it is impossible to decide as to the truth or falsehood. 
Vain self-love makes a bigot think any opinion different from 
his own to be heresy, but every man is undoubtedly orthodox 
to himself. The power ,of compulsion in points of faith 
would lead to the enafting of error no less than of truth. Such 
^ claim is attended with this plain absurdity, that the civil 
magistrate must have every where the same jurisdidlion, and 
that the sole right of judging must be in him. I shall there- 
fore be commanded at London to subscribe the Old and New 
Testament; but if I were born in the latitude of Constanti- 
nople, the Mufti might equally claim my belief of the Ko- 
ran. If I were a Native of Indostan, the Veidam, the Gentoo 
<:rcedj and the ordinations of the Pundits, must now be ac«> 
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knowlcdged of divine authority ; but in th^ North, all the 
various nations of the old Scandinavia would have held out 
to me the inspired Edda, or system of Runic mythology. 
The civil magistrate can clearly have no right to prescribe 
error, and we see how infinitely it varies, while truth is sim- 
ple as well as uniform. It cannot then depend on the ma- 
gistrate to enaft truth, for we find how fallible he is, that he 
often enafts error, and no man will assert that I ought to be 
compelled to embrace error. But, Sir, no other man can 
think and determine forme in matters of conscience. The 
same, argument, which brings conviction to the mind of one 
man, often operates very feebly on another. If I am not con-. 
vinced, can I fairly assent or believe ? or am I to be compelled 
to the declaration of a falsehood ? The proportion of reason 
which God has given every man can alone decide for him 
on the truth or falsehood of any proposition held out to him 
by another* By his own reason alone can he judge, and will 
he be judged. 

. I am at a loss to guess on what pretence, except the lust of 
power, in some countries the civil magistrate has usurped the 
claim of decreeing articles of faith for the rest of the 
community. If I am a good subjeft of the state, loyal to the 
prince, and zealous for the welfare of my country, is not the 
great end of. my associating in civil societies fully answered"? 
I have stipulated for prote^ion to my person and property 
from the laws, and the return is obedience. I am to defend 
the state, which defends me ; but has this the least connection 
with my believing the religion of another man ; with any 
mode of faith ? In all cases where the public weal is not in- 
terested, I preserve my natural liberty Four or five French 
wits some years. ago sacrificed a goat to Bacchus. They had 
a right to make a burnt-o5ering of their own goat to whom 
they pleased, to eat any part of it themselves, and consume 
the rest, according to their private caprice. But if a man 
should attempt to sacrifice his son to Molock, the civil ma- 
gistrate ought to interpose, and punish- not the sacrifice, but 
the foul murder. The distindlion is clear and founded in 
reason. The one is a foolish, but harmless adl, not attended 
by injury to any person. The other is a horrid breach of 
■the nccessar)" police of every state, a violation of a most im- 
portant law.. The great Locke puts a similar case j " if any 
people congregated upon account of religion, should be de- 
sirous to sacrifice a calf, I deny that they ought to be prohi^ 
bited by a law. Meliboeus, whose calf it is, may lawfully 
km his Qfilf at home, and buxn ^ivy ^^t of it he thinks fit. 
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For no injury is done to any one, no prejudice to another 
man's goods. And for the same reason he may kill his 
calf also in a religious manner. But if the interest of the 
commonwealth required all slaughter of beasts should be for- 
borne for some time, in order to the encrcasing of the stock of 
cattle, that had been destroyed by some extraordinary mur- 
rain, who sees not that the magistrate, in such a case, may for- 
bid ail liis subjefts to kill any calves, for any use whatsoever?'* 

Such, Sir, are the sound principles of toleration ; and yet 
Lockp was so alarmed by the bigotry and rancorous opposi- 
tion of the Oxford tories, then too in high credit, that he 
did not venture to speak out, and to argue with all the powers 
of liis understanding. He said he would tolerate the idola- 
ter, not the atheist. I cannot assign any cause of difference, 
supposing each to be equally a peaceable subjedl. Was Da- 
vid Hume, the professed atheist, one of the most humane of 
our species, an irreproachable denizen, not to be allowed to 
reside quietly in his own house ? Could such a proscription 
come from a Locke ? Can a man forfeit all his franchises for 
a mistaken point of speculation? As to the atheist being ad- 
mitted into places of trust or profit, tliat is a farther consi- 
deration. Locke argues, "that promises, covenants, and oaths, 
which are the bonds of human society, can have no hold upon 
an atheist." I admit the observation as to oaths, most shock- 
ingly multiplied anaong us on every occasion; Perhaps penal- 
ties of a heavy nature might be, as effeftual with mankind in 
general. The reasoning does not hold good as to promises 
and covenants. This is the doftrine of mere violence.. I 
would not. Sir, persecute even the atheist. I think he has 
a right to toleration, and, for my own part, I pity him, for 
he wants the consolation which I enjoy. 

I would support the sublime dome of St. Paul's, but I 
would not destroy a beautiful Pantheon. I wish to see rising 
in the neighbourhood of a Christian cathedral, near its Go- 
thic towers, the minaret of the Turkish mosque, the Chi- 
nese pagoda, and the Jewish synagogue ; with a temple of 
the Sun, if any Persians could be found to inhabit this island, 
and worship in this gloomy climate the god of their idolatry. 
The sole business of tlie magistrate is to take care that they 
did not persecute one another, for ** priests of all religions 
are the sajne," not iiidividually, but generally, fond of power, 
ambitious, grasping at wealth, honours, preferment, luxurious, 
indolent, intolerant. Even the toleration aft appears to me in- 
complete, and in a degree to breathe the spirit of persecution. 
I agree that it has great need of amendment. There is an 

X 4 absurd 
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absm-d intolerance remaining even in that aft, as if nothing 
human could be perfeft, as astronomers remark spots in the 
sun. One of the clauses enafts, that it shall not extend to 
give any ease, benefit, or advantage, to any person that shall 
deny, in his preaching or writing, the doiStrinc of the blessed 
Trinity, as it is declared in the aforesaid articles, that is tlie 
thirty-nine articles. Now, Sir, many learned and pious men 
have been of opinion, that the Athanasian do6b"ine of the 
Trinity, enjoined to be believed by the thirty-nine articles, is 
<iirecl PoiytJieism. It is certainly a speculative opinion, un- 
interesting to the welfare of the community, and therefore I 
ought to be left at liberty to rejeft or adopt it, according to 
the strength or weakness of my private judgment. Notwith- 
standing the present forbearance of the church, which w^ 
are now reminded of, we know from such examples as Whis- 
ton, Clarke, ar^d Hoadley, that even in this century good and 
exemplary men have suffered persecution on account of this 
very do&ine, and various pretended hereby, and been preserv- 
ed merely by the interposition of the humaneriilers of the state. 
According to the present system of laws, there is not only 
a real persecution of the Protestant dissenting ministers, but 
a dircft invasion of the natural rights of the laity, of every 
man who has the happiness of a father's name in this coun- 
try. I suppose. Sir, it will be readily admitted, that the good 
education of childi'en is the most important duty of every pa- 
rent. I will then suppose, as I am told is aftually the case of 
a noble Lord distinguished for his great political knowledge, 
and refined taste in the polite arts, that a father is of opinion 
a certain dissenting clergyman will educate his son better 
than any other person. It becomes then the duty of the fa- 
ther, under such a persuasion, to commit the education of his 
son to that tutor. Is he then to subjeft the dissenting cler- 
gyman to the most ridiculous restraints, " not to come with- 
in five miles of a city, town- corporate, or borough, unless 
only in passing upon the road, or unless required by legal 
process;" to " imprisonment, without bail or mainprize," 
or to "heavy pecuniary penalties;" or is he to violate the 
strongest injuiidlions of nature? I will venture, Sir, to aiiirm, 
that th'jre are not in Europe men of more liberrtl ideas, more 
general knowlcd;jfe, more cultivated understandings, and in 
nil re?pe(Sts men better calculated to form the rising genera- 
tion, to give the state wise and virtuous citizens, than the Doc- 
tors Price, Priestley, and Kippis. Yet the rod of persecution 
hangs over them by a single thread, if the)' do net subscribe 
thiny-6vc articles and a half of our church. A mercenary in- 
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former, or a blind ^ealot, may bring under the kshof thelaw 
men wlio do honour to the age in which we live, and the most 
abandoned of our species have it now in their power to perse- 
cute \a ^ uc and genius, when exerted for the benefit of man- 
kind. 

The noble Lord in the blue ribbon, and the honourable 
gentleman near him, with the most perfeft inconsistency, 
are for abolishing one religious test, and substituting between 
them two others, for each purposes a different test to be added 
to this bill, I am against the old testj and when we have got 
rid of that, my voice will never be for fresh shackles on ten- 
der consciences. I maintain the doctrine of the magistrate 
not haying a right to interfere, except to preserve the peace 
and order of society, to protect our civil rights. Are the thir- 
ty-nine articles connedled as to do£h inal points v/ith the civil 
duties or rights of the subjedb ? Certainly not. Whence then 
can arise the right of compulsion to the subscription of them? 
They are even hostile to civil liberty, and therefore unfit tO 
be imposed on the subjefts of a free state. The article which 
enjoins the homilies to be received as a godly and whole- 
some do^ine will be considered as a libel on this free con- 
stitution by every man who has read the homily against re- 
bellion. That homily declares, that for conscience sake, we 
must submit to a " Caligula, a Claudius, or a Nero, foolish 
rulers, or most cruel tyrants." Tlien was the Revolution 
unjust. Is a free-born Englishman to be called upon to sub- 
scribe a doftrine, which no man in Turkey beli-::vcs or a<its 
upon ; absurdities will in vain be preached and enjoyed. In 
every extreme case wc find Nature resumes her rights, ^nd 
justice triumphs, in one country by the bow-string, in ano^ 
ther by the axe. All points of speculative dodbine ought to 
be equal to the civil magistrate. Will it be asserted that a 
person, who believes only in the divine unity, and whose re- 
ligious worship is restricted to the one sole self-existent Crea-» 
tor, may not be as faithful a siibjecH:, as another who believes 
the Athanasian doftrine of the Trinity, and pays divine hon- 
ours to inferior, to derived beings ? They both may contribute 
equally to the enormous taxes which the noble Lord is year 
after year enforcing for this iniquitous and accursed Ameri^ 
can war. So far both ought to be held in the same estima- 
tion by our poUtical rulers. Is a person to be deemed facti- 
ous for not believing the subjedlion of every individual of the 
human race to everlasting damnation for a crime to which he 
was not cdnsenting, conmiitted before his existence? May I 
not hold the imiversality and impartiality of the divine good- 
nessj if I live peaceably, md obey the kvrs oC m-^ ccwjafcc^ I 
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Surely, Sir, a good subjeft may doubt ** that every man is ot 
his own nature inclined to evil," and that " every person born 
into this world deserveth God's wrath and damnation." I may 
be zealous for the Protestant succession, in the House of Ha- 
nover, and yet not believe that the last sweet prince of that 
illustrious line, the very young Oftavius, has in so few days 
abode among us already deserved God's wrath and damna- 
tion. Upon my v/ord. Sir, the dodlrine of some, who call 
themselves orthodox, and deal out damnation so liberally, 
•makes an humane man tremble. Let us no longer think of 
imposing these or any other articles of faith. Experience 
tells us, that terrors and rewards may create temporary pro- 
selytes and hypocrites, but reason only can make a sincere 
convert. It is high time to proclaim religious liberty in its 

' full extent to a people who have long abjured the spiritual 
tyranny of Rome. 

The honourable gentleman near the noble Lord says, that 
he " is for the Declaration against Popery, because it is a civil 
test, and as such it forms a clause of the bill on our table." 
There is not, Sir, in that Declaration, a single syllable respeft- 
ing the civil rights of mankind. Tenets of religion only are 
laid down in that Declaration. The words of it are, "I do 
believe that in the sacrament of the Lord's- Supper there is 
not any transiibstantiation of the elements of bread and wine 
into the body and blood of Christ, at or after the consecra- 
tion thereof by any person whatsoever ; and that the invoca- 
tion or adoration of the Virgin Mary, or any other saint, and 
the sacrifice of the mass, as they are now used in the church 
of Rome, are superstitious and idolatrous." These, Sir, are 
merely controverted points of speculation, with which the 
magistrate is not concerned, except as a private Christian. 
They cannot affe^ the puHic peace or safety of the state. A 
Roman Catholic may believe these, purgatory, auricular con- 
fession, extreme undVion, and other doftrinal points, yet if 
he \\\\\ take what is rtally a civil test, the oath prescribed by 
the acH: of last year, that " he denies the Pope, or any other 
foreign prince having any temporal or civil jurisdidlion, 
power, superiority, cr pre-eminence, din (f^ly or indirecUy, 
within the realm, oV'd that he wmU be faithful and bear true 
allegiance," wliich the most rcspc(Slable Roman Catholics 
hive done, he then has a claim to the same civil immunities 
nnd privileges with all other subjcdls. I wish not toofiend, 
but I declare that I am sorry the Roman Catholic has not the 
enjnpiient of every franchise wliich is claimed by his fellow 
subjccls, on the same terms of allegiance, and giving the same 

security tothe state. Gentlemeu sc^msur^TVL^^^ W\. \\- -scs^- 
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appears to mcj by that oath the Roman Catholic direftly ab- 
jures the imperium in imperioy gives security for the public 
peace, and allows the magistrate all the power which the 
great purposes of society confer upon him. I plead his 
cause, because I think it that of religious liberty, and the 
rights of private conscience, no less than the cause of all Pro- 
testant Dissenters. I believe that I may do it without suspi- 
cion ; for no man, who ever continued so long at Rome and 
in. Italy, was ever less suspefted of being tainted with the 
errors of Popery. Religion should teach us the most refined 
humanity, and all her ways should be peace. The bigot is sel- 
dom the virtuous, the meek, the amiable, or the learned cha- 
raftcr. 

The noble Lord in the blue ribbon proposes another test, 
an oath of being a Christian, a Protestant, and believing the 
holy scriptures,,as severally received amongst Protestants, to 
be the word of God. The. same objeftion lies to the con^- 
pulsion of this, as of any other creed, because it is acknow- 
ledging the usurped power of the magistrate. Is human au- 
thority to give the sandlion to a revelation from God, to 
books of divine inspiration? Are all Protestant churches 
agreed as to the canon of holy scripture, as to the purity of 
the sacred text? In the Old Testament are the Songs of Solo- 
mon universally adopted as inspired writings by all Protes- 
tants ? The exquisite poetry of them will always be admired, 
but some sober Christians have doubted whether the spirit of 
godliness and true devotion was to be found in many of the 
luxurious descriptions in the eastern stile. It has been ob- 
jefted, that they rather suggested too sensual ideas, and that 
the colouring was too warm. In the New Testament, the 
epistle of St. Jude has been doubted of as part of the inspired 
writings, from the account of Michael the archangel con- 
tending with the Devil about the body of Moses. Are our 
own divines universally agreed about the authenticity of all the 
books received as holy writ ? Have no doubts been entertained 
by them even of the gospel of St. Matthew, as we have it in 
the Greek? We find then, that this proposition of the' noble 
Lord is by no means like his propositions for taxes, clear 
and precise, to subscribe the holy scriptures as received by 
Protestants, for it is not settled which are the canonical 
books. If all Protestants were agreed as to the authenticity 
of the Tolumes, yet another difficulty would occur. Is the 
text in so pure a state that I am certain it was di<^ated by the 
wisest and best of beings, that it is truly the word of God? 
We all know, of the thirty thousand various readings in the 
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New Testament, some of them confessedly important ; and 
most of the bishops have encouraged a learned divine of our 
church, Dr. Kennicott, to examine the various manuscripts of 
tlie Old Testament, to restore the genuine reading of. the 
Hebrew text. It is not therefore perfedl, and consequently 
ought not to be imposed as the faultless work of the author of 
every good and perfedl gift. The indefatigable Doftor has - 
already discovered many thousand various readings in the 
Hebrew, and it will be lucky if he does not double the num- 
ber of the Greek. Our classical diocesan candidly confesses 
the various mopcrfeftions, the corruptions, perhaps wilful' 
mistakes of copyists, additions and interpolations of the He- 
brew text, in his excellent lectures De sacra Pocsi Hebraorufn, 
and in the judicious Dissertation on Isaiah; nor does he con- 
fine himself to that sublime prophet. The same remarks are 
made on a great variety of passages in almost ^11 the books of 
the Old Testament. We ought not then to he called upon to 
subscribe every error of a copyist, every interpolation of an ig- 
nc^rant writer, as the immediate inspiration of the Holy Ghost* 
The idv^a of imposing this test. Sir, tlie noble Lord, proba- 
bly as a complaisant Ciiaiiccllor, has adopted from the peti- 
tion of tlic university of Oxford. Their condudfc has been 
Ttniform, to abridge, on every occasion, as far as they could^ 
both religious and civil liberty. The noble Lord is deserv- 
edly at their head. Tlie sister University has more Uberal 
and enlarged sentiments. Cambridge refused to petition 
against a clear right of their brethren ; but Oxford perseveres 
r\ the fatal maxims of arbitrary power in church and state. 
The Oxford decree of 1GS3 still remains unrepealed. It is en- 
tered /,»/ perpeiuam rei memorinvi in the registry of the convoca- 
tif^r, and publicly affixed in the halls, libraries, and refefto- 
rki, Jt not only condemns every principle which can justify 
the j:Iori()riS Revoiulion, but even self-preservation, as a fun- 
^'lianicntal law of Nviture, is declared to be a proposition falsej 
sr.aiiious, unti iinnious. In 1685, the university of Oxford 
acknoxrlec! -^Cvl, in a sc;lcn^.n recognition, James II. to be So- 
V'.rrh^^n, ^sulioiit any rcsiri^lions or limitations. No wonder, 
jSifjiKnt lVv;ra this {lolsonrj source have (lowed the most pol- 
Ur.c:oiv/i!i'jo;:l submission from our American 
.Tin.lly cMivli-cd, by rM::^ who have been tauglit 
E;iula::d \v> not a limited r.ionarch, but a so- 
il :\\\y re^-.triciii^iis or limitations. It is lucky 
.;^t all ':'v\r j:cncrals and adnurals were unable to 
:vj li.w v.orKl. 'I he Oxford petition on our 
CoaivM;\\i\r, 'uhrd the bill docs not provide that 
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ministers and schoolmasters shall make any profession what- 
ever of their belief in the fundamental doftrines of Christi- 
anity, or even the authority of the holy scriptures, and prays 
that the bill may not be permitted to pass into a law, in the 
unlimited form it vrzs proposed." What the fundamental 
doArines of Christianity are, and what is the canon of the 
holy scriptures, the university left to her Chancellor and his 
majority in this house to determine. The a£t of last year, in 
favour^ of the Roman Catholics, extended to "Papists, or 
persons professing the Popish religion, and keeping school, or 
taking upon themselves the education or government, oar 
boarding of youth ;" and yet Oxford did hot petition, zU 
though there was no religious test, no subscription to the holy ' 
scriptures imposed by that aft. The present a£t is, **for fur- 
ther relief of Protestant dissenting ministers and school- 
masters," and a test is insisted upon for our Protestant bre- 
thren. Whence this marked partiality and tenderness to the 
Roman Catholics? this ungenerous treatment of Protestants ? 
are the Roman Catholics thought so generally Tories, and the 
Dissenters Whigs, that a political friendship at Oxford is 
formed with the first, and an ill-dissembled rancour seems to 
prevail against our Protestant brethren ? 

A bill similar to this passed the Irish Parliament in 1 7 19, a 
critical period, in which religious toleration was not so well 
understood as at present. The peace of our neighbouring 
kingdom was not endangered by that relief given to a worthy 
body of men, nor, in a course of sixty years, has the least in- 
convenience been suggested for an attempt at its repeal. Here 
tl^en is a forcible argument from faft, that all the imaginary 
mischiefs suggested by gentlemen against the church of Eng- 
land, as being again in danger from the bill^ deserve no atten- 
tion. This bill can cffeft neither the existence nor the pro- 
sp^ity of the church. It leaves all archbishoprics; bishoprics, • 
fat deaneries, and golden prebends, to their lucky possessors. 
It only sectircs the Dissenters from persecution. They do not 
ask for the fabric of a single silver shrine to Diana. They 
acquiesce under the state patent granted to others. 

Sir, I contend for the most general and unlimited tolera- 
tion, and I wish the bill more extended, to take in all sedls 
and all religions.. An universal toleration might, in a good 
degree, answer the important purposes of a general naturaliz- 
ation. It might recruit this unpeopled and impoverislied 
empire. After the infinite drains of this American war, the 
prodigious waste of blood and treasure, and we are still bleed- 
ing at every vein, it might call, under the mild proteftion of 

our 
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our laws, numberless inhabitants from every part of the world* 
It might pour fresh vigour into a weak and feeble nation, 
nearly exhausted, and almost sinking under a variety of op- 
pressions. The wisest prince in Europe has found this theory 
confirmed, by a long and happy experience. The King of 
Prussia has said, le faux zele est un tyran qui depeuple les prc^ 
vinces. La tolerance est une tendre mere qui les rend jiorissantes, 
Holland owes its rank among the first states of Europe, to one 
single circumstance, civil and religious liberty flourishizig so 
greatly in the United Provinces. By this she has risen to an 
amazing height of power, in the worst climate, and under 
every natural disadvantage. In a commercial light let us be 
instrufted by the wary Hollander, that the direft road to po- 
pulation and wealth is entire security and freedom of private 
judgment to every peaceable inhabitant. I have observed in 
some parts of Europe, that divine service, to the same deity, 
is performed in the same church, by the Roman Catholics in 
the morning, and the Protestants in the evening, and that they 
live together in perfeft harmony. Surely then. Sir, Pro- 
testants of all denominations might be on an equal terms of 
good-will and charity to each other. Peace on earth, and 
good-will towards men,. are the best political maxims for so- 
ciety; and if we go farther, we are told that the tares should 
be suffered to grow with the wheat till the harvest. 

The progress of knowledge, in almost every nation, has 
softened the rigour of their laws respecSting religious worship, 
or at least has, in a degree, suspended their execution, Scot- 
land alone excepted. Some have adopted a general principle 
of toleration. France has a Protestant at the head of her 
finances. The last Diet of Sweden, by the unanimous consent 
of all the orders, granted a full toleration. Even the clergy 
preached it as sound doftrine, no less of the church than of the 
state. I hope a spirit of wisdom will govern this house, and 
make us embrace the present auspicious moment of convincing 
all foreign nations, that this island will be the asylum of per- 
secuted religion and virtue. Among our greatest glories let 
it be recorded, that every foreigner, as well as native here, in 
full security, enjoys all the natural rights of mankind, and the 
inestimable privileges of civil and religious liberty, unclbgged 
by penal tests. This bill, supposing it to pass without the tests, 
is laying a solid foundation, on which a fair superstrufture may 
be raised, and, therefore, I give it my hearty support. 

The 
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The committee divided on the declaration, for it 88 — 
against it 58. 

Afril 21. No debate. 



April 29. 

The house went into a committee on the American war, 
Frederick Montague, Esq. in the chair. 

Sir William Howe. If the peculiarities of my situation be 
considered, I shall not be thought presumptuous in desiring 
the indulgence of the committee, during the trespass I must 
this day commit upon their patience. The repugnance of 
his Majesty's ministers (in this house at least) to declare any 
opinion concerning the transactions of the American war, 
during my command, although possessed of all the neces- 
sary, and only, documents, upon which a judgment could 
havie been formed, impelled me to move, that my corre- 
spondence with the Secretary of State for the American de- 
partment might be laid before you. The most material parts 
ofmyconduft, the reasons upon which I afted, the plans, 
which I suggested and executed, appear in that correspon- 
dence ; and, therefore, to those who may have connedled 
the, whole in a regular series of dates and events, the detail 
into which I propose to enter may seem unnecessary. But 
I cannot flatter myself that the papers have been considered 
with such minute attention, nor can I presume to suppose that 
all the circumstances of the American war have been inves- 
tigated with the partial view of clearing the conduft of the 
man who commanded the army. And, Sir, it is with that 
the partial view I now rise — for I mean not to call in question 
the justice nor the policy of that war j I mean not to call in 
question the expediency of measures which have been framed, 
relaxed, or persevered in, by the councils at home. My ob- 
jeft, at present, is confined to the explanation of my own 
conduA. I 

Many are the censures that have been passed upon me. — 
The misrepresentations and false arguments of my enemies, 
have made a deep impression upon minds too prompt to de- 
cide 5 whilst an ignorance of the true sttfte of fafts has left 
the unprejudiced in doubt. Those who alone could do me 
justice have been silent ^ and, therefore, to the judgment of 

this 
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this committee, and to the impartiality of my country at large, 
I at last resorted, flattering myself with the hope of an am- 
ple justification. 

In the course of the great variety of business which fell 
to my lot, during such a wide and extensive comroiand, 
faults must, undoubtedly, be perceived, but none, I hope, 
which can be suspedled to have arisen from want of zeal, 
or from inadlivity. In all military transadlions, but more 
particularly in those of America, where the nature of the 
war, in all its points, is without example, the happi^ 
commander will he be who escapes with tlie fewest blots. 

The fadls to which I principally wish to turn the attention 
of the committee, and which the papers upon your taUe 
bear witness to, are 

1st. That I did not neglect to furnish the minister of the 
American department with every information, as well as 
with my ideas, relative to the conduft of the war, from tim^ 
to time. 

2d, That I did not fail to give my opinions respe£lmg 
what appeared pradcicable to be done, with the succours 
required, or expected from Europe, and with the force at 
ditferent times on the spot. 

3d. That my plans were carried into execution with as 
little deviation as, from the nature of military operations^ 
could have been expelled. 

4tl». That I never flattered the minister with improper 
hopes of seeing the war terminated, in any one campaign, 
witJi the force at any one time under my command. 

I shall now beg leave to trouble the committee with 
a narrative of those material operations of the war, which 
may lead to an impartial judgment upon my general condud):; 
which may obviate misconceived opinion? concerning parti- 
culai' events, and w]\ich, with some few remarks upon the 
several passages of the correspondence as they arise, m^y 
elucidate the truth of the facts premised. 

The evacuation of Buston was the first material occurrence, 
•ciftcr my appointment to the command of his Majesty's forces 
in North America. 

On the 9th of Noveinber, 177.7 I received the Secretary 
of State's order, dated tlie .vth of September, to abandon 
tV.Lit town before Avinier, iinj to move tiic army to New 
Yerk, or to some o'Jicr place to ti».? Foiuliward ; my own 
r;.ai'jns, indeed, r.galiii:*. c;>cnip.e th'j (jmpL^ir^a from Boston, 

had 
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liad been in the mean time generally set forth in a letter to 
his Lcrdsfhip, of the 9th of Oftober. The late arrival of the 
order, and the deficiency of transport tonnage, rendered the 
removal of the troops imprafticable, till the 17th of March 
following, when I embarked with about 6000 rank and file, 
fit for duty, and about 900 sick. 

It has not been insinuated that any disgrace was brought 
Upon his Majesty's arms, by the manner in which that town 
was evacuated*. 

My letter, of the 21st of March 1776, accounts for my 
carrying the army, with the incumbrances then belonging to 
it, to Halifax, in preference to any other port. Conclu<£ng 
that the reasons there given are satisfaftory, I do not trouble 
the committee with any farther explanation, except Aat I 
think the army, by going thither, received great baiefit, not 
only from necessary refreshments, but from the opportunity 
of being exercised in line, a very material part of discipline, in 
which we were defective until that time. I might also adc^ 
that the troops performed very essential service at Halifax, 
by construdlihg redoubts, and other strong works, for the 
defence of the town and dock, which could not have been 
executed by the garrison. 

Mj letters go cm to shew how the army was disposed of» 
previous to the landing upon Long Island, while waiting for 
the arrival of the troops from Europe, and from the expe- 
dition against South Carolina. That intermediate time, as 
I do not recoiled, amongst the multiplicity of anonymous 
publications against me, any fault has been imputed, I pass 
oVerj remarking only, that from the violent' heat of the 

Vol- XI. Y weathci^ 



• In the examination of General Robertson, (one of the wit* 
nesses called by Lord GeorgeGerniaine) an attempt was made foprev^, 
that considerable quantities of linen and woollen merchandizes,^ which 
might be of great use to the rebels, were left at Boston, upon the 
evacuation of that town, although it was in my power to have 
carried the whole away. But though the General wa^ of opinion 
that those goods might have been removed With the army, it was 
merely in the idea, conceived from report, that they might have 
been carried away, if the holds of the transports had been well 
stowed ; for he acknowledged that we were in great want of ship- 
ping, and that we took with us all the vessels that were fit to go 
to sea. 
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weather, little aftive service could have been done> and thai 
such service would probably have been attended with mticlk 
sickness to the troops. ^ 

I beg leave here to say, that although, to save the time 
of the committee, I may omit to mention many transafUons 
of the war, ' I shall be willing to solve all doubts which the 
members of this committee may entertain,, with respeft to 
tircumstances not tpuched upon, or not sufficiently ex- 
plained. 

/ I hasten to the aftion at Bedford, on Long Island^ the 
27th of August 1776, where a paragraph, in my public let- 
ter of the 3d of September, has been quoted against me as 
a violent charge. The paragraph is as follows : ** Had the 
troops been permitted to go on, it is my opinion they would 
have carried the redoubts; but as it was apparent the lines 
must have been ours at a cheap rate, by regular approachesy^ 
I would not risk the loss that might have been sustained in 
the assault, and ordered them back to a hollow way in the 
front of the works, out of the reach of musquetry." 

This paragraph, I am free to own, I added, to give hett 
the same impression that I felt of the ardour of the troops 
upon that occasion. But I am at a loss to know from whence 
it has been supposed, that carrying the lines would have been 
followed by the defeat of the rebel ^rmy. The fafts are thcs^ ; 
The rebels had a body of men posted in front of the.tine9« 
to guard against an attack from Flat Bush, and from the loweif 
road upon their right. Those troops were defeated with con- 
siderable loss. The remainder of the corps was posted t>e- 
hind the lines, the main army being then on York Islarfid^i 
so that, admitting the works to have been forced On the 
day of aftion, tlie only advantage we should have gaihed 
would have been the destruftion of a few more men ; for 
the retreat of the greatest part would have been seoired by 
the works coflstrufted upon the heights of Brooklyn^ ^pcH 
site to New York, and their embarkation covered by a hum* 
ber of floating batteries. ' • *, l 

On the other hand, the most essential duty I hid^^ 
observe was, not wantonly to commit his Majesty's tro<^M£ 
where the objeft was inadequate. I knew well that aii^con^ 
sidcrable loss sustained by the army could not speedilj) fli^' 
easily, be repaired. I also knew that one great point toWftbdEi* 
gaining th(X. confidence of the army (and a General wkhoulf 

it 
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it is upon the most dangerous ground), is never to expose the 
troops, where, as I said before, the objeft is inadequate. 
In this instance, from the certainty of being in possession 
of* the lines in a very few days, by breaking ground, to 
have permitted the attack in question would have been in- 
considerate, and even criminal. The loss of 1000, or per- 
haps 1500 British troops, in carrying those lines, would have 
been but ill repaid by double that number of the enemy, 
^ould it have been supposed they would have suffered in that v 
proportion. , • 

The necessary preparations, and eredling batteries, to fa- 
cilitate the landing upon the island of New-York, and bat- 
tering the enemy^s works at HorenVHook, occupied us till 
the 15th of September, when the possession of New-York 
was affedted, as appears by my letter of the 21st of Septem- 
ber 1776. 

From that time to the 12th of O^Hiober we were employed 
in fortifying the heights from Macgowan's-Pass to the North 
River, about two miles from the enemy's most advanced "in- 
trenchments, and in getting possession of Paulus-Hook. 
Some time was also necessarily employed in inquiries resped- 
ing the face of the country to be possessed, upon a supposi-^ 
tion that the enemy should remove from King's-Biidge* 
There was a necessity of intrenching upon the height I have 
mentioned, in order to cover New- York in the absence of 
the main army. My public letters of the 23d, 24th, and 
25th of September point out all these -particulars. 

With regard to the knowledge of the country, so necessary 
to be obtained previous to the movement from New-Yori^ 
I beg leave to mention the difficulties we laboured under ia 
that respeft throughout the war. The country is so covered 
with wood, swamps, and creeks, that it is not open in the ' 
least degree to be known, but from post to post, or from 
accounts to be coUefted from the inhabitants, entirely igno- 
rant of military description. These circumstances were^ 
therefore, the cause of some unavoidable delay in our move- 
nCients. 

I must here add, that I found the Americans not so well 
disponed to join us, and to serve, as I had been taught to 
cxpe^; that I thought our farther progress for the pre- 
sent; pr^caripus, and that I saw no prospeft. of finishing 

Y2 thei 
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the war that campaign. . These sentiments I communicated 
to the Secretaiy of State in the letters last moitioned. 

From the 12th of 0£lober, the day the army landed on 
frog^s-Neck, to the 21st of the same months we were cm- 
ployed in getting up stores and provisionsj in bringing over 
^ dragoons^ the second division of Hessians, the carriages 
aiid horses for transporting provisions, artillery, ammunition^ 
and baggage. Four or five days ha4 hq^T^ unavoidably ts^en 
up in landing at Frog's-Neck, instead of going at once to 
PellVPoint, which would have been an imprudent measure^ 
^ it could not have been executed without much unnecessary 

On the 2Sth of OAober the ^gagement at the White^ 
Plains took place. But it has been s^sserted^ that, by my^ 
i^ot attacking the lines on the 4ay pf a^CHi, I lost an oppar^ 
tunity of destroying the rebel army ; and it has beeii ako 
said, that I might have cut off the oiemy's retreat by the 
Croton-Bridge. Sir, an assault upon the enen^y's right, 
Mrhich was opposed to the Hessiaiii troops, was mtended* 
The committee must give me a:e4it when I assure- thmi^ 
lii^ I have political reasons, zsxd no other, for ckr 
clining to. explain why that assault was not made. Upoa 
a rnmut^ inquiry those reasons might, if niecessaiy, be 
broughjt out in evidence at the bar. If, however, the 
assault had been made, and the lines carried, the enemy 
would have got off without much loss, and no way had we, 
that I could ever learn, of cutting off their retreat by the 
Groton-rBridge. I cannot conceive the foundation of such 
an idea. By forcing the lines we should undoubtedly have 
gained a more brilliant advantage, some baggage, and some 
provisions ; but we had no reason to suppose that the rebel 
army could have been destroyed. The ground in their rear 
was such as they could wish, for secm'ing their retreat, ifhich 
indeed seemed to be their principal objed. And^ Sir, I do 
not hesitate to confess, that if I could by any manoeuvre 
remove an enemy from a very advantageous position, with- 
out hazarding the consequences of an attack, where the 
point to be carried was not adequate to the loss of men to 
be expefted from the enterprize, I should certainly adopt that 
cautionary condu6l, in the hopes of meeting my adversary 
upon more equal terms. 

But to proceed in my narrative. My public letter of the 

30th 
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BOdiJofNovember relates the further proceedings of the anhy^ 
until Lord Gomwallis arrived at Brunswick in the Jetseya, in 
which is included the taking of Fort-Washington^ afterwards 
called Fort Knyphausenk I need not trouble the cotnmitto^ 
with other particulars in that period : but I must say I ^ovid 
have been highly blameable, had I ordered the noble Lord to 
have followed the enemy beyond Brunswick, when iht whole 
of hiscorps had not joined him. 

I refer to my public letter of the 20th of Dectmberi for aa 
account of the progress of that corps until the 14th of thai 
inonth, when they went into cantonments, which I was 
hopeful they might have maintained. My first intentions 
were to have made Brunswick the left, and Elizabeth-ToWn, 
or Newark, the right of those cantonments ; and my reason 
for extending to Treliton was, that a considerable number of 
the inhabitants came in with their arms, in obedience to the 
proclamation of the commissioners on the 90th of Noven^bcr, 
I took upon me to risk that post under the command of a 
brave officer, with the support of Colonel Donop at Borden* 
town, five miles distant, with a very strong corps. The two 
posts were occupied by nine battalions, the Hessian cavalry^ 
and a party of the 16th regiment of light dragoons, amount- 
ing in the whole to upwards of 3000 men, with sixteen field 
pieces. The light infantry of the army, a brigade of infant 
try, and some dragoons, were posted at Prince-town, in- the 
chain of cantonments, twelve miles from Trenton. 

But it has been objeifled to me, that I ought not to have ii^* 
trusted the important post of Trenton to the Hessian ttoop0p 
My answer to this, if dearly understood, will, I think, be sa^ 
tisfaftory. MHitary men will .certainly understand it. . The 
left, Sir, was the post of the Hessians in the line, and had I 
changed it upon this occasion it must have been considered as 
a disgrace, since the same situation held in the captonmenta 
as in the camp ; and it probably would have created jealou-» 
sies between the Hessian arid British troops, which it was my 
duty carefully to. prevent. 

Colonel Donop, who commanded the two posts, was per- 
feftly satisfied with his situation, and so was Colonel Rhall« 
•Chey both had timely information of the intended attacks 
irhe numbers of the enemy, I was credibly informed, did not 
exceed 3000 ; and if Colonel Rhall had obeyed the orders I 
sent to him for the erefting of redoubts, I am Confident his 
posfr would not have been taken. 

Y a I would 
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-.1 would ask those who objeA to this part of the distribu- 
tion/ where could the Hessian troops have been better em^* 
ployed- than in the defence of a post ? In the last war they 
were esteemed not unequal to any tro6ps in Prince Ferdi- 
Aand's army, and I should do theip much injustice were I not 
to say they were in very high order in America. Two of 
these very battalions had served in Germany with great credit^' 
and the whole brigade under Colonel Rhall's command had 
given a recent proof of their bravery at the attack of Fort-r 
Knyphausen. 

The possession of Trenton was extremely desirable ; could 
we have preserved it we should have covered the greatest part 
of the country to the eastward of Prince-town, including the 
whole county of Monmouth, where I had reason to think 
there were many loyal inhabitants. We should also have 
been so near Philadelphia that we nyght possibly have taken 
possession of it in the course of the winter ; though I amfess 
I hadt several reasons for doubting the expediency of that 
measure at that time. 

My principal objedl in so great an extension of the' canton- 
ments, was to afford proteftidn to the inhabitants, that thejr 
might experience the difference between his Majesty^s go*» 
vernment, and that to which they were subjeft from the re-* 
bel leaders. For, Sir, although some persons condemn mer 
far. having endeavoured to conciliate his Majesty's rebellious 
subjedls,.by taking every means to prevent the destruftion of 
the country, instead of irritating them by a contrary mode 
of proceeding, yet am I, from many reasons, satisfied 
in my owi^ mind that I a6ted in that particular for the 
benefit of the King's service. Ministers themselves, I am 
persuaded, did at one time entertain a similar dodlrine, and 
from a circumstance not now necessary to dwell upon : it is 
certain that I should have had little reason to hope for support 
from them, if I had been disposed to afts of great severity, 
^ad it been afterwards judged good policy to turn the plan 
of the war into an. indiscriminate devastation of that country, 
and had I been thought the proper instrument for executing 
such a plan, ministers, I presume, would have openly stood 
forth, and sent clear, explicit orders. Ambiguous messages, 
hints, whispers across the Atlantic, to be avowed or disavow- 
ed at pleasure, would have been paltry safeguards for the ho- 
nour and conduct of a commander in chief. 

I now 
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I' now return to my narrative. Previous to the loss of 
Trcntcm I had detached General Qinton with 6000 men to 
take possession of Rhode-Island, the success of which expedi- 
tion is mentioned in my public letter of the 20th of Decem- 
ber 177-6, This was one material point in the general plan 
rf operations. And' here I must beg leave to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to my separate letter of- the 80th of 
November 1776, wherein is set forth my first plan for the 
next campaign, with the force requisite, in order, if possible, 
to finish the war in one year. My propositions were, that 
we should have 10,000 men to a6t on the side of Rhode- 
island, and penetrate eastward into the country towards Bos- 
ton, leaving SOOO for the defence of Rhode-Island, 10,000 in 
the province of New-York, to mpve up the North River to 
Albany, 5000 for the defence of York-Island and its depen- 
dencies, 8000 to cover Jersey, and to keep General Wash- 
ington's army in check, by giving a jealousy to Philadelphia, 
which, as well as Virginia, I proposed to attack in autumn,^ 
provided the success of other operations should have admitted 
of sending thither an adequate force. South Carolina and 
Georgia I proposed as objefts for winter. But to carry this 
plan into execution. I informed his Loi'dship, that ten ships 
©f the line, and a reinforcement of 15,000 rank and file, 
would be absolutely necessary, besides an additional battalion'* 
of artillery. According to this calculation, the army under 
my command would probably have consisted of 35,000 effec- 
tive men, to oppose 50,009 voted by the Congress fof the 
next campaign, exclusive of the large bodies of militia, who 
were to be coUefted on the shortest notice. I mentioned at 
the ^me time the spirit infused into the people by their, 
leaders, from the strongest assurances of procuring the assist-* 
ancc of foreign powers, and that it was said Do<ftor Franklia 
was gone' to France to solicit the aid of that court. 
. This letter of the 30th of November was received by the 
Secretary of State on the 30tl\ of December, On the 9th of 
March 1777, 1 received his Lordship's answer, dated the 14th 
of January. This answer, it is to be observed, was by no 
means decisive. The determination upon my plan was post- 
poned until the arrival of my next letter, when Major Bal- 
four, (one of my aids de camp, and then in England) wjis to 
be; immediately dispatched. My requisition, as has been just 
stated, was for 1 5,000 rank and file, in order to complete the 
arnayito 35,000 effeftive men. The noble Lord, in the let- 

Y 4 tcr 
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ter J am now quotingy hopes that he shall be aUe to sug- 
Qient the army under my command to near 35,000, althou^ 
he proposes sending me only 7800. This misconceived cal*- • 
culatipn can no otherwise be accounted for, as I apprehend^ - 
than by his Lordship's computing the sick, and the prisoner$ 
with the rebels, as a part oi the real efie£Uve strength of the 
^my ; and yet I cannot see how such a mistake could havo 
arisen, as my requisition was specific, for 15,000 men, rank 
and file. His Lordship further declares, that it is beyond his 
power to furnish me with the additional battalion of artillery* 
If any thing could be an alleviation of my disappointment m 
these respedb, it wajs the assurance which accompanied it, that 
— -" whatever degree of support the rebels had been taught to 
expeft from foreign powers, his Lordship had great reason to 
believe that Doftor Franklin would not be able to procure 
them any open assistance." 

. During the doubts I entertained, whether the large rein- 
forcement I had requested would arrive in time for the execu««. 
tion of the extensive plan mentioned in my letter of the SOth 
of November 1776, I had information, which I thought 
might be dependecj on, that the reduftion of Pennsylvania waa 
prafticable, even upon the supposition that the whole of my. 
strength, fit for duty at the opening of the campaign, might - 
not exceed 19,000 men. I therefore suggested, in my sepa^ 
rate letter of the 20th of December 1778, a second plan, 
which was for afting next campaign in Pennsylvania, and 
which, when I was told I must expeft a reinforcement of 
only 7800 men, little more than half my requisition, I con^ 
eluded was to be adopted. 

I remarked, that by this plan the march towards Boston^ 
which I had before proposed, must be deferred until the re* 
quired reinforcements should arrive from Europe; but as 
these operations, perhaps of the last importance to the nation^ 
might depend upon the exigencies of the moment, I solicited? 
his Lordship to point out any general plans that might be 
thought most adviseable, as well with respect to the present 
stifength of the army, as in the event of reinforcements, rcr 
marking to me the periods of time in which I might expect 
the arrival of troops. 1 his letter having been received in 
England on the 25d of February 1777, which was long be*' 
fore General Burgoyne's departure, the minister had full op- 
portunity of couimunicating the contents to that General ; 
and of making such changes as he might judge expedient to 
coincide with the northern operations. 

Presuming 
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. Fresuining that it was xnyxluty to omit no apportuuity of 
Commujucatingi though it xniglu be deemed repeating, my 
ideas to the Secretary of State, my private letter of the 20th 
of. Jamiary 1777 was also full and explicit. I there assure 
hun, that there must be another campaign, for I found that 
^upon the good news from Quebec, in 1776, he had hoped 
that a prospeA was open for ending the war in one campaign* 
I Dressed for more troops^*-! told him that a reiiiforcement 
ojt 25,000 men was requisite, but that 15,000 would give u$ 
a superiority, pointing out Philadelphia, for the reasons be- 
fore tnentioned, as the principal objedt ; I observed, that an 
augmentation of 20,000 men would admit of my detaching a 
(:orps thither by sea, whilst the maii^ body might penetrate 
by the way of Jersey. 0^ the other hand I observed, that 
^ the reinforcements were small, the operations would be 
g£ course curtailed. This letter also arrived in England prior 
to General Burgoyne's departure. Both letters are answered 
the Sd of March 1777, and brought by Major Balfour, who 
arrived at New-York on the 8th of May. 

I had now the Secretary of State's entire approbation of my 
second plan, the expedition to Pennsylvania j my reasons for 
deviating from my former plan being, as his Lordship is 
pleased to express himself, solid and decisive. He laments, 
however, that instead of augmenting the army to 35,000, 
which I had requested, and which I had some reason to hope 
for, instead of even reinforcing me with 7800, he could only 
allow me to expert 2900, that is to say, not a fifth part of the 
number I had required. It is to be observed, that his Lord- 
ship at the same time, notwithstanding so great a redudlion of 
the reinforcements requisite for the- operations determined 
ppon and approved of, recommends a warm diversion to be 
made on the coasts of Massachusetts-Bay and New Hamp* 
shire, as £ar as the main plan will permit. The Admiral and 
|> however, agreeably to his Lordship's commands, consulted 
upon the expediency of the diversion, and in my letter of the 
Sd of June 1777, I informed the Secretary of State, that we 
found it not to be practicable, without interfering materially 
with those more important operations of the campaign which 
had been approved of by himself, and which were already too 
much curtailed from a want of a land force.— -—The army fit 
for aftual'duty at this time, exclusive of about 2000 Provin- 
cials^ was 1 4,000 short of the number I had expe&ed. 

*.- But 



4S0 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1779. 

But to resume the chain of my correspondence. Fmding 
by the Secretary of State's letter of the 14th of Jan. 1777, re- 
ceived on the 9th of March following, that the reinforcements ' 
were not to be expeftied, I totally relinquished, in my secret 
letter of the 2d of April, the idea of any offensive operation, 
except that to the soudiward, and a diversion occasionally 
upon Hudson's-River. I informed the Secretary of State 
that the principal part of the plan formerly proposed could no 
longer be thought of; that die Jerseys must be abandoned, 
and Pennsylvania be invaded only by sea ; that in the former 
campaign my force was equal to the operaticms, but that iq 
the ensuing one, from the several posts necessary to be pre- 
served, the offensive army would be too weak for rapid suc- 
cess 5 and that restrifted as I was from entering upon more 
extensive operations by the want of force, my hopes of ter- 
minating the war that year were vanished ; that notwith- 
standing the whole rebel army, 50,000 men, voted in au- 
tumn, might not be raised, the enemy would have a nume* 
rous militia in the field, in addition to their standing forces 
^aid a good train of artillery. I at the same time transmitted 
my distribution of the army for the campaign, by which it is 
to be observed, that my real effeftive force, exclusive of 3000 
Provincials, amounted only to 18,000 *. 

The noble Lord's answer to this letter, dated the 18th' of 
May 1777, contains a repeated approbation of the expedi- 
tion to Pennsylvania ; but it is remarkable in other respefts. 

He states his inability to furnish me wk-h the supplies 

requested, and is concerned to find that I d6 not imagine my 
force to be as suitable to the operations of the ensuing cam- 
paign, as I had confessed it was to those of the 'last. These 
expressions, Sir, require observation — ^They seem eager to 
catch me in the -confession, that my force was suitable to the 
operations of the last campaign, and would from thence im-i 
ply, that my force was equally suitable to the operations of 
any other campaign. Now, Sir, even if I had not explained 
my idea upon that point (which however I clearly did), J 
think it might have been obvious to any man less acquainted 
than his Lordship with military reasoning, that the force, 
which had been sufficient to take possession of New- York, and 
other strong holds of the enemy, could not, after the neces- 
sary divisions for preserving the variety of posts we had 

gained,' 

* In stating numbers present, rank and file fit for duty is alvvays 
meant. 
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f lined, be equally suitable to the making of new conquests. 
or is it not self-evident, that the power of an army must di- 
minish in proportion to the decrease of their numbers ? And 
must not their numbers for the field necessarily decrease, in 
proportion to the towns, posts, or forts, which we take, and 
arc^ obliged to preserve? But his Lordship proceeds to say, 
that his concern (on account of this imagination of mine) is 
in a great degree alleviated by the intelligence which he daily 
receives, of the rebels finding the utmost difliculty in raising 
an army to face his Majesty^^s troops. — From the supposed 
weakness of the enemy, and the good inclination of the mha- 
bitants, he has every reason to expeft that my success in 
Pennsylvania will enable me to raise amongst them such a 
force as may be sufiicient for the interior drfence of the pro- 
vince. — He declines a particular consideration of the advan- 
tages which may be expected from a successful execution of 
my present plan, but is pleased to inform me (in contra- 
diftion to my repeated representations and assertions) that he 
is inspired with no small degree of hope, that this campaign 
will put an end to the unhappy contest. Thus^ Sir, all my 
positive assurances, arising from a declared want of force, and 
from a plain state of fadts, are here answered with the single 
argument of his own delusive hopes, built upon a supposition 
of the enemy's weakness : to what a dilemma is a commander 
reduced, when, after having repeatedly complained of his de- 
ficiency of strength, the minister, from information collefted 
here at home, or from hopes suggested by fears, opposes his 
own conjefture (I cannot call it judgment), and tells him, 
that decisive success is still expefted from him ? If the powers* 
of this country, or the extent of his Lordship's influence, 
cpuld not have raised the force required, that answer would 
^have been satisfeftory to me, and no refleftion upon himself. 
That answer would have relieved my mind from an appi«- 
hension I began to entertain, that my opinions were no longer 
of weight ; and that of course the confidence so necessary to 
the support, satisfaction, and indeed, security, of every man 
m a responsible situation, was withdrawn. If the noble 
Lord had thought that my requisition for more troops was un- 
necessary, and that the force he had already furnished was 
adequate^ why did he not take the manly part of appoint- 
ing some other person to fulfil those sanguine expectations, 
which from duty and conviction I had laboured to discounte- 
nance ? 

In 
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In order to preserve, as well as I can, tbe historical chrono* 
logy, amidst such numerous events and quotations, I must in 
tlus place remind the committee, that in my lett^ to the Se* 
cretary of State of the 2d of April 1777, 1 enclosed a copy of 
a confidential letter which I wrote on the 5th of the same 
month spontaneously to Sir Guy Carlet<m } I say spontane* 
ously, because I had not at that time received any official iii* 
formation concerning the plan of the Northern expedition^ 
which I conceived was to take place that year. It may be 
recolleAed, that the substance of this letter was, that I should 
pi:obably be in Pennsylvania at the time when the Northern 
army would be ready to enter the province of New-Yorjt ; 
that little assistance was to be expeAed from me to facilitate 
their approach, as a want of sufficient strength in my own 
army would probably not admit of my detaching a corps 
to aft up Hudson's River in the beginning of the can>« 

On the 5th of June I received a copy of the Secretary, of 
State's letter to Sir Guy Carletoni dated the 26th of March 
1777, wherein he communicates to him the plan of the Nor- 
thern expedition, and adds, " that he will write to Sir Wil- 
liam Howe by the first packet." 

I miist observe, that this copy of a letter to Sir Guy Carle- 
ton, though transmitted to me, was not accompanied with 
any instruftions whatsoever 5 and that the letter intended to 
have been written to me by the first packet, and which wa? 
probably to have contained some instruftions, was never sent, 

I come now to the summer of 1777, passing over the expe- 
ditions in March and April to Peek's-Kill and Danbury. 

The progress of our army in Jersey being also fully men- 
tioned in my letters upon the table, I likewise pass over the 
various occurrences there, previous to the embarkation at St*- 
ten-Island. But as I have been blamed for not marching, be- 
fore I left Jersey, to attack General Washington, posted at 
Middlebrook, I must beg leave to trouble the committee with 
a few words upon that point. 

To have attacked General Washington in that strong post, I 
must necessarily have made a considerable circuit of the coun- 
try ; and having no prospedl of forcing him, I did not think 
it adviseable to lose so much time as must have been employed 
upon that march, during the intense heat of the season. 

Exclusive 
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Exclusive of this consideration, our return must tiare beea 
through a very difficult and exhausted country, where there 
was no possibility of keeping up the communication with 
Brunswick, from whence alone we could dr^w our provi« 
%ktas.i and the force with me at that time, amounting ontf 
to about 1 1,000 men, it would not admit of sufficient detaclw 
mcnts to preserve the cimmiunication. The movement whick 
I did make in two cohtmns was with a view of drawing on ait 
adicff), iS the enemy should have descended from his poslf^ 
and been tempted towards the Dekiware, in order to ddfend 
the passage of the river,' on a supposition that I intended to 
croe$ it. But as the position of my first column at Hilkbo* 
tough must have induced that idea, and yet had not the de-« 
sired efieA, I dietermined to return to Brunswick, and follow 
the plan which had been approved by the minister. Thess 
reasons, together with those assigned in my letter of the 5th 
of July 1777, will, I hope, sufficiently account for my not at-* 
tackinig General Washington upon that occasion. I must 
also observe, that even so long before as in my letter of the 
£d of April, I declared it was not my intention to undertake 
any offensive operation in the Jerseys, unless some very adw 
vantageous opportunity should ofier. 

But if has been asked, why I did not cross the Delaware» 
and proceed by land to Philadelphia ? To this I answer, that 
&om a want jof sufficient means to pass so large' a river, I 
judged the difficulties and the risk too great, more especiaJiy 
as the enemy had a corps ready for the defence of it, cxclu^' 
sive of their main army in my rean 

I have alfeady shewn, that finding the promised reinforce^ 
ments were not to be expeftcd, I informed the Secretary of 
State, that the plsm first proposed could no longer be thought^ 
of, that the Jerseys must be abandoned, and PensyWania be 
invaded only by sea. The communication for provisions' 
through such an extent of country, could not possibly bo- 
maintained With the force then at my command. This, Sir^ 
is surely a satisfaftory answer tothe charge of my not hav- 
ing proceeded tO'Philadelphia at that time by land. 

In my next letter of the 7th of July 1777, 1 observed^ 
'^'that the war was now upon a diffisrent scale with respe6btc^* 
thsinereased powers and strength of the enemy, than it was 
last campaign, thdr officers being much better, with an ad- 
dition < of several from the French service, and a respe£bble 
train of field artillery; that 50 pieces of hr^ass cannon liaA 
5 be^ 
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been landed jit Boston, and that the rebel army in Jersey had 
already with it a field train of f6rty pieces-^that unless the 
British regiments were completed with draughts and good 
recruits, we should soon lose our consequence by the cuf-^ 
i«nt casualties of a campaign, even without a general action : 
That a corps of 10,000 Russians, effedlive fighting men^ 
might insure the success of the war to Great-Britain in ano- 
ther campaign: but that if they were not to be had, and if 
vrc should succeed this campaign in the possession of Pcnnw 
sylvania^ the Jerseys, and the province of New-York, (which 
I had before said must in a great measure depend upon the 
'siiccess of the Northern army) the draught troops in that 
case, for the preservation of them in the next campaign^ 
would be great, at the same time that a considerable force 
would be requisite for the reduftion of the Northern pro-* 
vinces, wherein three armies should be employed to make it 
cffeftual: and that even in our present state, twenty regular 
battalions were employed for the security of York-Island 
with its dependencies, and Rhode-Island." 

It may be observed, that I made various alterations froin 
time to time in the plans of operations, but I flatter myself 
they will be found solid, so far as they relate to the distribu- 
tion of the troops to Rhode-Island, New- York, and the main 
army. 

With regard to the main army, the question is, " Whether 
it could have been disposed to better advantage than upon the 
expedition which took place to Pennsylvania?" — an expedi- 
tion said by some gentlemen to have been the cause of the 
subsequent misfortunes : those gentlemen will, I presume, 
endeavoiu- to support this strong assertion by evidence of the 
officers, the general officers, upon whose opinions they pro- 
fess to have founded their judgement. If there are any in 
this committee who have formed a similar conclusion from 
their own reasoning, I trust they will this day favour me 
with their ground for such opinion, unless they should be 
satisfied with what I am going to state in my justification. 
And in making this request, I know I address myself to men 
of honour, who cannot mean a wanton accusation, but who 
may wish to be satisfied in points not sufiiciently explained. 

And here, Sir, although I might shelter myself from this 
violent charge, by referring to the complete approbation, as 
well as the acquiescence of the Secretary of State, and might 
answer every objedlion by the short observation, that the 

reasons 
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reasons . for adopting this expedition are adjudged by his 
X,prdship to be solid and decisive ; yet am 1 content to wave 
that justification, and to stand entirely upon the merits and 
policy of the "measure itself. 

Persons of some authority, I am told, have said, ** that the 
army ought to have gone into New England, others that it 
ought to have gone up Hudson's River." Permit me to ex* 
amme the propriety of both those opinions, by considerii^ 
what would have been the consequences, if either of th^m 
had been adopted. 

Suppose, in the first place, it had gone to New-England, 
would that measure have led to a conclusion of the war? I 
thiiik not. For, Sir, wherever the main body of our army 
had gone, there most assuredly would General Washington 
Jiave gone also. But that he would have avoided a general 
aftion, I am authorised to say, not only from his constant 
uniform conduft in that respeft, (and in which, no doubt, he 
lifted judiciously) but also from this very obvious reason : He 
knew we could not have any part of Connefldcut in the win- 
ter, except one or two places upon the coast of the sound ; si- 
tuations which would not have forwarded the recovery of 
that province. In Connefticut, therefore, there was np ob-' 
jeft for which he could have been tempted to risk a general 
aftion. 

Besides, the provinces of New England are not only the 
most populous, but their militia, when brought to aAion, 
tTie most persevering of any in all North America 5 and it is 
not to be doubted that General Washington, with his main 
■army, would have followed me into a country where th^ 
strength of the Continent, encouraged by his presence,^ would 
have been most speedily collefted. 
* In Pennsylvania the prospeft was very different. The in-^ 
crease of force which that country could afford to Washing- 
ton was small in comparison to tlxe other ; and the defence of 
Philadelphia was an objeft, which I justly concluded would. 
engage the whole of his attention. It was incumbent upon 
him to risk a battle, to preserve that capital. And as my 
opinion has always been, that the defeat of the rebel regular 
army is the surest road to peace, I invariably pursued the most 
probable means of forcing its commander to aftion, under 
circumstances the least hazardous to the royal army ; for even 
a, victory, attended by a heavy loss of men on our part, 
would have given a fatal check to the progress of the war, 
and might have proved irreparable. 

These, 
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These, Sir, were mj Inducements at the time^ for carry- 
ing his Majesty's arms into the province of Pennsylvania in 
jweference to those of Nctt England*. 

Had the reinforcements I required been granted, New-» 
England would have had a share in the general operations oC 
the campaign, while the main body afted to the southward- 
But with an army upon the smaller scale, that plan was im- 
|H*aAicable ; and I have already given my reasons why I could 
not carry the main army into those provinces, unless I had 
been really desirous of protrafting the war for my private ad* 
vantage, a motive which has been basely imputed to me by. 
those who wish to perpetrate the ruin both of my professipnu 
and my private charafter. 

The second suggestion is, that I ought to have g^pne up 
Hudson's-RIver, in order to facilitate the approach of the! 
Northern army to Albany. What would have been the cosise- 
quences of such an expedition ? Before the objeft of it could 
have been attained, the forts in theHighlknds must havebe€» 
Carried, which would probably have cost a considerable nuxn* 
ber of men, defended as they would have been by General 
Washington's whole force. But these forts being carriec!^ 
how would the eiiemy have afted ? In one of these two ways ^ 
He would either have put himself between me and New- 
York, or betiveen me and the Northern army. Iii either 
case I am of opinio^ that the succeess of our efforts upon 
Hudson's River could not, from the many difficulties in pe* 
netrating through so very strong a country,; have iDeen accom- 
plished in time to have taken possession of Philadelphia that 
campaign. But admitting I had at length reached Albany,, 
what should I have gained, after having expended the cam- 
paign upon that objeft alone, that I had not a right to expeft 
by drawing off General Washington, with the principal Ame- 
rican army, for many operations on that side ? 

When it is considered how inviduous and how mi&ute » 
scrutiny has been made into my conduft, and into the mo- 
tives of my conduft, I shall not be thought to speak absurcHy 
if I say, that had I adopted the plan of going up Hudson*!- 
River, it would have been alledged, that I had wasted the 

campaign 



* I have omitted a computation of the strength of the New Eng- 
land provinces, because it is impossible to speak of it with a suf- 
hcient degree of accuracy. 
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campaign with a considerable army under my command, 
merely to efisure the progress of the northern army, which 
could have taken care of itself, provided I had made a dip^ 
Version in its favour, by drawing off to the southward 
fhe main army, under General Washington. -— Would 
not my enemies have gone farther, and insinuated, that, 
alarmed at the rapid success which the honourable General 
had a right to expeft when Ticonderoga fell, I had enviously 
grasped a share of that merit which would otherwise have been 
all his own? And let me add, would not ministers have told 
you, as they truly might, that I had afted without any orders 
or instruftions from them ; that General Burgoyne was di- 
refted to force his own way to Albany, and that they had put 
under his command troops sufficient tocffeft the march? — > 
Would they not have referred you to the original and settled 
plan of that expedition, (which is among the papers on your 
table), to prove that no assistance from me was suggested ? And 
would they not readily have impressed this house with the 
conclusion, that, if any doubt could have arisen in their minds 
of the success of such a well-digested plan, they should, from 
the beginning, have made me a party in it, and have given me 
explicit instruftions to acl accordingly ? 

And now. Sir, having sufficiently, and, I hope, satisfaftorily 
spoken to the two plans, which some persons have judged 
ought to have taken place, I return to the only one which, in 
my own opinion, could with propriety have been adopted. — ' 
After the most mature deliberation, and frequent consultation 
with the Admiral, Lord Cornwallis, and other general offi- 
cers ; after weighing all the circumstances t)f every possible 
operation ; after tlie most probable conclusion, founded upon 
the best intelligence, that General Washington would follow 
me, I determined on pursuing that plan which would make the 
most effeftual diversion in favour of the Northern army, 
which promised in its consequences the nfiost* important suc- 
cess, and which the Secretary of iState at home, and my own 
judgment upon the spot, had deliberately approved. 

It was not one province, but three, that I conceived we 
had reason to expert possession of, at the end of the year 1777. 
The first objedt was Philadelphia, a city frdm whence, by 
means of the river Delaware, the rebels drew the greatest 
part of their supplies— the capital of Pennsylvania — the 
capital, as it were, and residence of the Congress in North 
America, situated in one of the most fertile provinces of that 
continent, and in which I include the three lower counties on 

Vol. XI. Z Delaware. 
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Delaware. Added to Pennsylvania, I concluded that the 
arrival of the Northern army at Albany would havp given us 
the jprovinces of New York and the Jerseys 5 all whicli events 
I was confident would lead to a prosperous conclusion of the 
war. 

Early in July 1777, I began the embarkation. — I wished 
however to remain until the arrival of Sir Henry Clinton 
from Europe, who was to command at New York in my 
absence, and until I should learn something of the progress 
of the Northern army. On the 5th of July, Sir Henry Qinton 
arrived, and on the 15th I received an express firom General 
Burgoyne, informing me of his success at Ticonderoga, " that 
his army was in good healthy and that Ticonderoga would 
be garrisoned from Canada, which would leave his force com- 
plete for further operations.'* In my answer, I said, that I 
expected General Washington would follow me to Pennsyl- 
vania, but that if, contrary to my expeftation, Jie should gQ 
northward, I should soon be after him. It may also be pror 

g:r in this place to advert to the instru£lions I left with Sir 
enry Qinton, and to several of my subsequent letters to 
that General. As I omitted to send copies of them to the 
Secretary of State, they are not upon the table ; but I have 
them in my hand, and with leave of the committee will read 
a short extraft of them. 

Extra5i of InstruSlions from Sir William Howe to Sir Henry 
Clinton, dated ^th July 1777. 
•* Upon my departure from hence with the army, you 
will be pleased to take the command of the troops mentioned 
in the inclosed return, and of all other troops now here, or 
that may arrive in my absence. You will make such changes 
in the position ef them as you may judge most conducive to 
his Majesty's service, for the defence of this important post 
and its dependencies, whereby I would be understood to in- 
clude King's ■ Bridge, Long Ishmd, St^ten Island, Paulus 
Hook, and Sandy Hook ; at the same time it is by no means 
my. intention to prevent your adting offensively, in case an 
.opportunity should offer, consistent with the security of this 
place as above-mentioned, which is always to be regarded as 
; a primary objeft." 

~ ExtraB of a Letter from Sir William Howe to Sir Henry 

Clinton, dated loth July 1777. 

...-** I havedirefted the 7th and 26th regiments of foot, and 

Cdoncl D'Eib's regiment of Anspach, to remain here under 

your 
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your orders, in addition to the troops of which yoii hare 
received a return, and am hopeful, if you see occasion to aft 
offensively, those corps may prove of essential use. 

" Upon the arrival of Major-General Sir Thomas Wilson, 
you will be pleased to order him to join me, unless fronl any 
offensive operations you may have in view at the time, you 
shall find his presence necessary for that service, in which case 
you will keep him under your command." 

EKtraB of a Letter from Sir William Howe to Sir Henry 
Clinton, dated off Delawarey SOth.Ju/y 1777. 

. *' It is not possible for me to say, at this time, when I shall 
be able to send reinforcements to you, but I beg you may 
be assured I shall not fail to do it as soon as expedient : In 
the mean while, if you can make any diversion in favour of 
General Burgoyne's approaching Albany, with security to 
King's Bridge, I need not point out the utility of such a 
measure." 

From these extrafts it is to be observed, that I gave full 
power to Sir Henry Clinton to aft offensively, if opportunity 
should offer, consistent with the defence of New York and 
its dependencies ; and that the facilitating the approach of 
the Northern army, by a diversion in its favour, if prafti- 
cable, was pot out of my thoughts, although I had received 
no instniftlons whatsoever upon that head. 

The committee will now permit me to state the distribu- 
tion of the whole army under my command, at the time of 
my departure to the southward. For the defence of Rhode- 
Island there were about 3000 men ; at New York about 
8500, exclusive of the sick and convalescents of those corps, 
and of the Southern army, and a small body of militia upon 
Long -Island. These two corps I judged to be not more than 
sufficient for their situations at that time, especially in the 
view of Sir Henry Clinton's afting upon occasion, to a cer- 
tain degree offensively in favour of the Northern army. My 
own corps, to be opposed to the enemy's principal army, was 
nearly 14,000, and knowing General Washington to have 
about 15,000, exclusive of ^almd$t any number he pleased of 
militia, I could not think it adviseable to weaken any of those 
corps, by detaching from them for an expedition to the north-, 
ward by sea. 

The embarkation being finished, we sailed from New 
Z2 York 
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York the 23d of July, and arrived off the Delaware on the 
30th. Several days must have been employed to surmount 
the difficulties of getting up the river ; and I inferred from 
thence, that I should not be able to land the troops before 
General Washington would be in force at Wilmington, where . 
there was also a corps : there was besides no prospeA of land- 
ing above the confluence of the Delaware and Christiana 
Creek, at least the prepsurations the enemy had made for the 
defence of the river, by gallies, floating batteries, £u:e-ship% 
and fire-rafts, would nave made such an attempt extremely 
hazardous. 1 had also to consider that the country below^ 
where the troops must have landed, and where only the trans- 
ports could have laid in security (I mean about Reedy Island),^ 
was very marshy, and the road upon narrow causeways, in-' 
terseAed by creeks ; I therefore agreed with the Admiral to 
po up Chesapeak Bay, a plan which had been precojncerted, 
IB the event of a landing in the Delaware proving, upon our 
arriving there, ineligible. It is to be observed, that if wc 
could not have landed above Wilmington, we should have 
been under the necessity of going the same route we took 
from the head of the EUc, by way of Aikcns*s Tavern, other- 
wise called Pencadder. 

Our going up Chesapeak Bay alarmed the provinces of 
Virginia and Maryland, and diverted a body of their troops, 
which did not join General Washington until after the battle 
of Brandywine. Another circumstance much in our favour 
attended this change : our troops, by being on board ship in 
the hot month of July and part of August, escaped an almost 
certain fatality by sickness, in which the enemy suffered much 
at that time. But for this I do not take credit, as I was 
anxious to get forward, and no delay arose from that consi- 
derstmi. I will, however, declare it as my opinion, that in 
those two months the troops should be exposed as little as 
possible in the field, in America. 

On the 16th of August we entered Chesapeak Bay, and 
there I received the minister's letter of the 18th of May 
1777, wherein I am again told, that my last plan is approved, 
and in the same period, that he trusts, " whatever I may 
meditate, it will be executed in time for me to co-operate 
with the Northern army." Were I to be permitted to ac- 
count for this expedlatioii, I would say, it must have been 
founded upon an idea, that the possession of that most im- 
portant 
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portant objeA, Philadelphia, was to be obtained without any 
great c£Forts of the enemy for its defence ; at least I must 
conclude the noble Lord apprehended none. The faft how- 
ever is, that Mr. Washington opposed our progress with his 
whole force. It is also to be remarked, that, although the 
idea of going up Hudson's-River had not entered into any of 
the reduced plans which I sent home, and which met with 
approbation, yet, in this letter, it is suggested, at a time 
when there could be no possibility of carrying it into exe- 
cution, consistently with the approved expedition I was then 
upon. I was now under the necessity of proceeding *. 

I pass over the time between the landing of the armyj 
near the head of the Elk, and the battle of Brandy wine. But 
understanding some fault has been attributed to me for mak- 
ing a division of my force to bring on that adlion, I flatter 
myself it will not be thought impertinent to say a few words 
on that subjeft. 

To bring the enemy to an a<ftion was my objc*^, and being 
confident that General "Washington was studious to avoid it, 

Z 3 unless 



* Lord George Germain, in his answer to this part of mj fpeecht 
complained of my negledl of duty in point of correspondence, by de» 
chiring, that after I had embarked for Pennsylvania, two months elapsed 
-without his hearing from me. I took the earliest opportunity of re- 
plying to his charge ; tHe fad^ stands thus :— On the i6th of July I 
wrote to his I^ordship, informing him, that I proposed going up the 
Delaware, in order to be nearer New- York than if I went up the Chc- 
sapeak, as I once intended, and which route I preferred to that of the 
Delaware, provided the enemy discovered a disposition to defend Penn- 
sylvania. This letter was received by the noble Lord on the 22d of 
August. My next letter was dated the 30th of August, from the 
head of the £lk ; but it happened that the Swallow packet, carrying that 
letter, had a very uncommon length of voyage, and did not reach Eng- 
land till the aSth of OAober, which accounts for his I^ordship's hav- 
ing been two months without hearing from me, my letter of the i6th 
of July having reached England on the 22d of August. The noble 
Lord, when he was so unusually long without receiving a letter from 
me, might have conjeftured the possibilitv of a jacket's having a tedious 
voyage; of its having been lost; or of its having been taken by the 
enemy. Indeed, he nught also have coajedured, from the words I hav« 
quoted in my letter or the i6th of July, that I was gone up the Chc- 
sapeak, which would necessarily lengthen my voyage from New- York ; and 
finally, he ought to have compared the dates of the letters themselves, and 
not the dates of their arrival. 
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unless under most favourable circumstances, some art and 
s^me hazard was necessary to accomplish my purpose. 

The movements made on this occasion, which may be 
found in my letter of the 10th of Odlober 1777, were not 
i'epugnant to sound principles ; and it is no small consolation 
to me to know, independent of the event, that I have the 
opinions of the most judicious officers in the army on the 
Spot, to support a measure which some gentlemen, from 
what authority I know not, have been pleased to censure. 
-But at the same time that I am reflefted upon on one hand, 
for hazarding too much, I am blamed on the other, for not 
making ' the aftion more decisive, and for not following up 
the viaory more closely. 

. To demonstrate the imprafticability of a vigorous pursuit 
m a hostile country (but more particularly in America than 
in any other country I have seen), or the inutility of at- 
tempting it farther than was done, in the peculiar state of 
the army at that time, would be trespassing too much upon 
the indulgence of the committee. I flatter myself it will 
suffice to say, that from a due regard to the wounded, the 
importance of possessing the post at Wihnington for their 
accommodation, and for the security of ^ the prisoners, no 
movement could have been made sooner, or more effi^dhial, 
under such circumstances, than the advance of the two corps 
with Major-General Grant and Lord Comw^llis towards 
Chester -, and I must be allowed to insist, there was no avoid- 
able delay in the approach to Philadelphia by Valley Foi^ge, 
the Schuylkill, by the nearer route through Derby, being 
impassable } nor any opportunity lost of bringing the enemy 
to farther ' aftion between Dilworth and German-Town. 
This I nearly effefted on the I7th of September, when he was 
upon his march on the Lancaster road, but the extreme vio- 
lence of the weather rendered every effort to get forward im- 
practicable. They had, therefore, an opportunity of evading 
the approach of the King's army, by a forced march into a 
very rough mountainous country, where it was certain they 
could not be followed. But my endeavours to get at the 
enemy, whatever was thought by those actually engaged in 
them, have been treated here as ill-judged, feebly prosecuted, 
and void of enterprize, which last censure has been even ex- 
tended to the general conduft during my command. 

I shall 
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I shall not descend to minute refutations, but. I beg leave 
to say, and I assert it with firmness, that almost every move- 
ment of the war in North-America was an aft of enterprize, 
clogged with innumerable difficukies. A knowledge of the 
country, intersefted as it every where is, by woocu, moun* 
tains, waters, or morasses, cannot be obtained with any de* 
gree of precision necessary to foresee, and guard against, the 
obstructions that may occur. In a word. Sir, whatever may 
be the aim or wish of my enemies, in propagating these aspcr^ 
sions, it is from my conscience I affirm to this committee^ 
and to my country at large, that I never neglefted an oppor* 
tunity of bringing the enemy to aftion, where it could have 
been done upon a comparative view of all circumstances at 
the time, and consistent with the caution indispensibly requi- 
site in a situation always so critical, that a material check to 
his Majesty's arms might have been produftive of fatal con- 
sequences to the interests of this country in America. 

The next point is the attack made upon the King's s^rmy at 
German-Town on the 4?th of Oftober, which has been ma^ 
liciously represented as a surprise, thereby throwing a stigma 
upon the vigilance of the troops, but more particularly upon 
that of the General. 

The circumstances which encouraged the enemy Jo make 
this attack are set forth in my letter of the 10th of Oftober 
1777, as well as the reasons for making the detachments 
which caused that encouragement. In addition to the ac- 
count there given, I beg leave to inform the committee, that 
my first position at German-Town was taken to cover Phila- 
delphia, during the operations carrying on against Mud- 
Island, and was therefore more extended than it otherwise 
would have been. It is true, however, that I did hot expeft 
the enemy would have dared to approach after so recent 2 
defeat as that at Brandywine. 

In this idea I did not direft any redoubts to be raised for 
the security of the camp or out-posts, nor did I ever en- 
courage the construction of them at the head of the line when 
in force, because works of that kind are apt to induce an opinion 
of inferiority, and my wish was, to support by every means 
the acknowledged superiority of the King's troops over the 
enemy, which I considered more peculiarly essential, where 
strength was not to be estimated by numbers, since the enemy 

Z 4^ yi 
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in that respcfl, by calling in the force of the country upon 
any emergence, must have been superior. 

X confess also it was for th6 above reasons I did not change 
my position, after making the detachments beforementioned, 
choosing rather to trust- to the well-tried vigilance of the 
troops, and the aftivity of the patroles (though I had inti- 
mation that an attack might be made), than to give the army 
unnecessary fatigue, by making more cautionary prepara- 
tions. 

^ In my confidence in the troops I was not disappointed ; 
the enemy's approach was discovered by our patroles, and I 
had early notice of it. The line was presently under arms, 
and although it must be admitted that the out-posts and light- 
infantry in one quarter were driven back, it must be equally 
admitted that they were soon effeftually supported, and the 
enemy repulsed from the only place where the smallest im- 
pression was made. 

I cannot mention this transaftion without paying a due 
acknowledgment to an excellent officer, Lieutenant-Colonel 
Musgrave, whose gallant and judicious conduft, upon this 
. occasion, will, I hope, some day meet with its reward. 

I have stated these fafts, in addition to the account in my 
letter upon the table, principally to shew, that how much 
soever I may be supposed to have erred in my own conjecture, 
the imputation of the army being unguarded or surprised is 
not founded in truth. 

On the 19th of Oftober I found it adviseable to remove, 
to Philadelphia, to expedite the reduftion of Mud-Island, 
which proved to be more difficult than was at first supposed. 
To this end the possession of Red-Bank on the east side of 
the I)elav/are engaged my attention. The event of that 
enterprise is contained in my letter of the 25th of Oftober 
1777; but as I understand that a pointed reference was made 
to it in this House, last year, by the noble Lord in the Ame- 
rican department, I shall briefly state, to the best of my re- 
colle6lion, the circumstances under which Colonel Donop, a 
brave and gallant officer, was detached on this service. He 
earnestly intreated Lord Cornwallis, in whose corps he served, 
to express his wishes for an opportunity to signalize himself, 
and the Hessian troops under his command. My design on 
Red-Bauk affording the earliest opportunity, I desired Lord 

Cornwallia 
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Comwallis to explain the nature of the service, and if k 
should meet with his approbation, to offer him the com- 
mand, which he very readily accepted. On the evening of 
his departure Colonel Donop desired to know from Lord 
Cornwallis, if it was expected he should make the attack at 
all hazards, when Lord Comwallis assured him from me, 
that he was to be guided by his own judgment on the spot ; 
but that the attack was to be made, unless he saw good reason 
to the contrary. If I may conclude from the manner in 
which I parted with Colonel Donop, or from the approbation 
tlie dir.e<Sldons given to him received from his inmiediate and 
most valuable commander, General Knyphausen, I have 
every reason to believe he went upon the service perfeftly 
satisfied. 

The committee will do me the justice to believe, I have 
no other motive for this explanation, than to make known 
what really passed with respedl to the orders given to Colonel 
Donop upon this enterprise. The intrepidity and vigour 
with which it was attempted, reflect the highest ho- 
nour upon the commander and his troops, and the loss 
sustained upon the occasion cannot be too much re- 
gretted. 

It has been asserted, that an early possession of Red- 
Bank must have been immediately followed by the reduAicm 
of Mud-Island, to which I in some measure agree, that is 
to say, after the enemy had put it in a state of defence: 
before that time such a corps as could have been spared 
from the army, must have been established and. supplied 
with stores and provisions, with great difficulty, while 
exposed to the annoyance of the armed gallies and floating 
batteries ; and before the army was drawn nearer to Phila- 
delphia, the support of a post, so detached, would have been 
very precarious. 

I must nevertheless acknowledge my great disappointment 
in the time that proved necessary for the reduftion of Mud 
Island ; but if the violent rains, by filling the trenches, and 
sapping the foundations of the batteries, had not caused 
a considerable delay in the destruction of the enemy's de- 
fences, which prevented an earlier co-operation of the shipj 
of war, I probably should have been much less deceived in 
my expeftations. 

My 
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My dispatch, of the 13th of December l777,resp^dHng 
the movement to White Marsh, and my cohduft on that oc- 
casion, is so explicit as to make farther observations unneces- 
sary. — ^The. motives from which I afted at that time were, I 
think, just; and if they appear inconclusive to any here, I 
can only esteem myself unfortimate in the want of their con- 
currence. 

• The aftivity of the army, during the winter, is undeniaUy 
proved by my subsequent letters 5 but, as many of the tran»- 
aftions were in their effefts less important to the grand ofajed 
than to the credit of the troops, the most material only were 
specified in my dispatches. 

The entrenched situation of the enemy, at Valley Forge, 
twenty-two miles from Philadelphia, did not occasion any 
difficulties so pressing as to justify an attack upon that strong 
post, during the severe weather ; and though e^ery thing was 
prepared with that intention, I judged it imprudent, until the 
season should afford a prospedl of reaping the advantages that 
ought to have resulted from success in that measure ; but 
having good information in the spring, that the enemy had 
strengthened the camp by additional works, and being certain 
of moving him from thence, when the campaign should open, 
I dropped all thoughts of an attack. My letter of the '19th 
of April 1778, gives further reasons for this part of my 
conduct. . 

From the remainder of my correspondence, gentlemen 
must have seen that I continued my remonstrances for more 
troops. Perhaps it was impossible for the minister to send 
more. — Such an acknowledgement would have been no 
refleftion upon himself, and would have relieved my mind 
from the uneasiness it laboured under, in conceiving that 
my opinions of the necessity of reinforcements were deemed 
nugatory ; and that, of course, I had lost the confidence 
of those who were, in the first instance, to judge of my 
conduct. It cannot be surprizing that, finding myself in 
this situation, I desired his Majesty's permission to withdraw 
from the command. — I gave the true reason for that request 
— the loss of confidence. — ^I'he reason was tacitly acknow- 
ledged to be well-founded, for it was acquiesced in ; and his 
Mnjesty was pl'cased to appoint a successor to the command 
of the army. 

With 
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With regard to the complaint I made of the loss of con- 
fidence, the noble Lord, in the American department, must 
have done great injustice to my sensibility, when he ex- 
pressed an opinion upon a former occasion, that I alluded 
merely to the slight put upon my recommendations ; not but 
that I confess i was mortified to find, that brave ofiicers^ 
whose eminent services I had strongly and faithfully repre- 
sented, were not rewarded at home with the distin^lions ex- 
pefted for thein by the army in general, as well as by me.— 
It were a matter of small moment if the evil went ne far- 
ther than to my personal mortification ; but if it be true that 
the spirit of military men is raised or depressed by the con- 
ferrinjg or withholding of their Sovereign's substantial ap- 
probation, such slights may prove of very dangerous ten- 
dency. 

The noble Lord, on a former day, thought proper to treat 
my recommendation of Captain Emmerick with a certain air 
of contempt and ridicule. He had forgot, it should seem» 
that he himself sent Captain Emmerick to America, and, in 
the very extraordinary terms contained in his Lordship's 
letter of the 25th of April 1776, originally recommended 
him to my attention. His Lordship best knows the purpose 
for which he sent him out, and whether he was a proper 
person to raise a body of men, or to be trusted with money 
for such a service. 

When I received my orders to return home, as soon as Sir 
Henry Clinton should arrive at Philadelphia, I confess I be* 
came cautious of hazarding exploits which might have reduced 
the army of my successor, though, a fair opportunity hap- 
pening to present itself, J did make one attempt, which, had 
it succeeded, would have proved a severe stroke upon the 
enemy. Upon the whole, I flatter myself it will ba found that 
I made no disadvantageous use of the army under my com- 
mand, and that I never made deceitful representations of the 
situation of affairs, but freely communicated my sentiments 
lipon the force necessary to suppress the rebellion ; and I am 
to this hour confident, that if sufiicient reinforcements had 
been sent from hence, and the plan of operations which I 
took upon me to propose, had been adopted in its proper ex- 
tent, the war in North America would now have worn a very 
different aspcft. 

I have 
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I have heard it has been said, that my civil commission 
was inconsistent with my military command — and that my 
mind tv^as more intent upon bringing about a peace by 
iegociation, than by force of arms. Sir, thinking it my 
first duty, I certainly should have preferred the former 
Aiode of conciliation, and my brother and I for tha,t pur- 
f)ose did go to the utmost verge of our very limited com- 
fnission and instruftions. But our proceedings in the cl&rac- 
fer of commissioners never for one moment suspended our 
military operations. "We soon saw . that the leaders of the 
rebellion were determined, from interest, if not from prin- 
ciple, to prevent a reconciliation with Great Britain, and 
therefore our joint endeavours were invariably exerted in 
the prosecution of the war, to as great an extent as the 
force in our hands would permit. 

The refleftion, that the civil and the military commission 
were incompatible, has, I know, been applied particularly 
to my conduft. I boldly assert it to be ill-founded, as I 
am certain I never delayed to ?eize an opportunity of at- 
tacking the enemy, consistently with my duty of weighing 
the risk of ruining the cause I was engaged in by a con- 
siderable loss of troops : and indeed those who are acquainted 
with my commission arsd instructions, as a commissioner of 
peace, must know, that from the restrictions they contained, 
it was next to an impossibility, that my military could ma- 
terially interfere with my civil duty. 

I have trespassed, I fear, too long upon the patience of 
the committee — The great importance of the subjedV, and 
the detail of fa6ls I have been necessarily led into, will, I 
hope, plead my apolopy. I shall trouble you with but a 
word more, in support of the measure of proceeding to 
Philadelphia. Before I came from thence, I had every 
reason to be perfectly satisfied of the advantages that would 
have ensued from that operation, if the councils at honne 
had thought the post proper to be preserved. The inhabi- 
tants in general of the province of Pennsylvania, those of 
the lower counties on Delaware, and those of the lower 
part of Jersey, were forward to return to their allegiance, 
and even to assist oflcnsively in compelling his Majesty's re- 
volted subjects to their duty. This favourable disposition, 
however, did not appear immediately. — An equivocal neu- 
trality was all I at first experienced , our successes and ap- 
parent 
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parent ability to retain our advantages, induced the inhabi- 
tants at last to be less reserved. Secret intelligence, whick^ 
Until that period, had been extremely difficult to procure, 
was then so good^ and so readily obtained, that I could not 
but attribute it to the possession of Philadelphia, which 
convinced' the country of the superiority, and persuaded 
them of the established power of his Majesty's arms. The 
difficulties of the Congress, in raising supplies, and in re- 
cruiting Mr. Washington's army, then indeed became real, 
and had the appearance of being unsurmountable. But the 
French treaty, and our orders to evacuate Philadelphia, by 
which measure the proteftion of his Majesty's forces was to 
be withdrawn from the province, made a sudden and melan- 
choly change in our affairs. The rebels were inspired with 
fresh hopes; the friends of government were dismayed. — 
But it is not my intention to animadvert upon orders sent from 
hence after my recall, nor tipon the future prospe<^s of 
the war. — My view is merely to justify my own con- 
duft during the time I was honoured with the com- 
mand*. 

This narrative has, I fear, been too prolix ; but the sub- 
jeft was so complicated with matter, and the circumstances 
necessary to be brought into a clear point of view, were so 
numerous, that brevity would not have been consist«it 
with perspicuity. Had I laboured to make my Nar- 
rative short, it would have been obscure. Sensible as I 
am of the great attention and indulgence with which the 
committee has • honoured me, I now hasten to the con- 
clusion. 

The 



• Mr. Joseph Galloway, in his evidence to the committee of the 
House of Commons, positively asserts, that I advised him, and the 
other magistrates, to go over to Washington, and make their peace. 
The truth is, as soon as it was known that orders were arrived for 
the evacuation of Philadelphia, Mr. Galloway came to me on behalf 
of himself and the other magistrates, and requested my advice and 
assistance concerning the measures to be adopted for their welfare. 
I assured him, that if they chose to go with the King's army, they 
should be taken all possible care of ; but if they rather chose to 
stay behind with their property and families, I could have no ob*. 
jection to their enquiring previously, whether Washington and the 
Congress would grant them protedion and security. 
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- The Secretary of State, as appears in his letters, has sig- 
nified in the most flattering expressions, his Majesty's ap- 
probation of every material part of my conduft, during the * 
whole of my command. His Lordship's own personal ap- 
plause is also very warmly conveyed throughout his cor- 
respondence; all his letters, however, may with propriety 
be said to have been private letters, until they were laid be- 
fore this house. The knowledge of the approbation they 
contained was confined within his Lordship's breast and 
mine. When calumny first became busy with my re- 
putation, I could have wished his Lordship's sentiments 
more generally known ; — though it would not perhaps have 
become me to have obtruded upon the worid those oiEcial 
declarations in my own favour. But I must ever think it 
would have beeil an ingenuous, an honourable, and a liberal 
part in the noble Lord, to have avot^ed openly in Par- 
liament, the approbation, which it is to be presumed he was 
convinced I deserved, because he had advised the King to 
bestow it. Such a conduft would have stopped the cur- 
rent of ill-founded accusations against me. Such a con- 
duft would have secured to himself the confidence^ and 
to his country the chearfiil services of future generals. 

And now. Sir, having endeavoured to bring before you, 
by the most impartial quotations, all the evidence that I 
thought necessary to coUeft from the papers on your table, 
I shall only remind you, that the house has ordered the at- 
tendance of several of the most respectable officers who 
served in America during my command. Their testimony 
may confirm the truth of the fafts I have advanced, and 
will undoubtedly explain and prove any other material 
circumstances which you may think necessary for your in- 
vestigation. 

And, Sir, if the House of Commons, or any individual 
member, shall have any charge or accusation to make against 
me, I declare myself ready and willing to meet it. The 
committee is open for the reception of any other papers, 
and for the examination of any other witnesses. My only 
wish is, that every possible light may be thro\vn upon every 
part of my conduft. 

I move that Earl Cornwallis be called In. 

After a few words, it was agreed not to call in the wit- 
ness this day, but to postpone the examination to ^ay 6th 
(which see J, 

Jpril 
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April 28. 

The almanack bill was presented by Lord North, and read 
the first time. 

Mr. Dempster moved, that the second reading should be 
that day three months. He said it was an unfair monopoly ; 
that a decision had already been given in a court of law against 
it ; and that it was inconsistent in the noble lord as chancel- 
lor of the exchequer by diminishing the revenue. He men- 
tioned the general liberty given in Scotland for any person to 
publish almanacks, which made the booksellers studious to 
be correft ; and asserted, that the Scotch almanacks were 
better than those of the Stationers company. 

Mr. Tidrner observed, that Mr. Carnan had presented a pe- 
titipn against the biU> and hoped to be heard at the bar by 
his counsel*. 

Lord 



• The petition gets forth, That, in the year 1773, the petitioner, Thomas 
Carnan, printed and published an almanack, under the title of ** A diary for the 
tear of our Lord 1774, being the second after bissextile, or leap-year, and the 
fourteenth year of his present Majesty, and the twenty-third of the new stile 
used in Great Britain, oy Reuben Berrow, late assistant astronomer at the royal 
observatory, and teacher of the mathematics at Greenwich,'* and sold and con- 
tinued to sell the same until about the middle of November 1773, at which 
tinK the master and keepers or wardens and commonalty of the mystery or art 
of Stationers of the city of London, assuming and usurping to tlicmselves an ex* 
elusive privilege of printing and publishing almanacks and prognostications, and 
all manner of books and pamphlets tending 10 the same purpose, under pretence 
of letter? patent granted by King James the Firstjdated the eighth day of March, 
in the thirteenth year of his reign, to the then master and keepers or wardens and 
commonalty of tnc said company of stationers, and their successors, for that pur- 
pose, and conceiving that the petitioner had illegally encroached on such their 
supposed exclusive right, did, in Hilary term 1774, file a bill in the court of 
ohancery against the petitioner, stating the aforesaid patent, and complaining of - 
such pretended illegal encroachment of the petitioner, and praying an iujuntSlion 
to restrain the petitioner from printing and selling such almanack or diary; and 
that, by the pradice of the said court, the mere filin? the complainant's bill, 
and a certificate thereof from the six clerks of the bill bemg filed, and an affidavit 
of .the fa(5ts stated in such bill, are, in the first instance, deemed a sufficient 
ground for granting such injun&ion, without any notice given to the defendant to 
shew cause against it 4 and on such ground as injunction was applied for against 
the petitioner, to restrain him from printing and selling his said almanack or 
diary; and the petitioner, not having any notice of such bill having been filed, 
or of such intended application, was thereby deprived of any opportunity of 
shewing cause against and opposing the said application, and an injundion was by 
such means obtained gainst the petitioner, until he should have put in a full 
answer to the plaintiir s bill, and the court should make further order ; and 
that the petitioner afterwards put in his answer to the complainant's bill, and de- 
nied the whole equity thereof, and did then apply to dissolve the said injundion . 
and, on the first day of March 1774, the petitionei obtained an order to be at 
liberty to sell his said almanacks, under certain restri(5lions ; and the said order 
further dire&ed, that a case should be made for the opinion of the court of com- 
mon 
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Lord North said» Mr. Carnan should be heard, and there- 
fore moved tliat the bill be read a second time on the third 
ofMay. 

The House divided on the second reading, for it ld9» 
against it 42» 

The 



«ion pleas, and that two questions should be stated thereon, the first of which 
should'be, ^ Whether the grant made to the plaiiuifFs, the stationers compaof, 
be general, or restrained to such almanacks and progz^ostications as should be li- 
censed or allowed by the ArchbiNhop of Canterbury, tlie Bishop of London, or 
eitLer of them, for the time being ;" and the second question should be, " Whe- 
ther the crown hath a prerogative and power to grant the sa^to the plaintiffs, ex-^ 
clusiTC of any other or others ;" and all necessary fa&s were diredbed to be stated 
in the said case ; and that the said ca»c was, first in Hilary term 1775, and after^ 
wards in the Easter term following, solemnly argued in the court of common 
pleas, on the said two qucrtions ; and the chief justice and the three puisne 
judges of the said court unanimously agreed to, and signed a certificate to the 
court of chancery, of their opinion on the two points referred to them in the 
following words, viz. Answer to first query. "Having heard counsel on both 
tides, and considered tlie case, we are of opinion, that the. grant made to the 
plaintifisjthe Stationers company, wasrcstraincd to such almanacks and prognostic 
cations as should be licensed or allowed by the Archbishop of Canterbury, the 
Biflhdp of London, or cither of them, for the time being : Answer to second 
query, " We arc of opinion, that the crown hath not a prerogative or power to 
make such grant to the plaintiffs, exclusive of any otiiers or other ;** and that 
the petitioner, having obtained such certificate, did, in June 1775, apply, by 
motion to the court of chancery, to dissolve the said injun<5tion, which the said 
court, on reading the same, grantedj and the petitioner -was thereby restored to 
the liberty of prmting and selling such almanack ^r diary ; but the petitioner, 
by such unjust and vexatious proceedings against him, has been put to very 
considerable expence in establishing his right to print and vend the same, and in 
opposing and suppressing such usurped monopoly ; and the said complainants* bill 
against the petitioner has been since dismissed ; and that, in the course of the 
above proceedings, it ap];cared, that in some of the almanacks published by the 
complainants, under such their pretended exclusive authority, not only many ab- 
surd, erroneous, but even many useless, immoral, and very indecent passages 
were introduced, which ought to be strictly guarded against and avoided in every 
work calculated for general use and knowledge ; which absurdities, errors, and 
indecencies, the said complainants have themselves been more attentive to avoid 
since the petitioner detected them by the aforesaid means; whereby the petitioner 
has been greatly instrumental in rendering almanacks in general more useful by 
being more corrreA than heretofore, and by exposing such absurdities andizv- 
decencies, will most likely be thcmeansofabolishingthesame,and of introducihgin 
the room of it matter of publiciuformationandutility ; and that the petitioner ob« 
serves by tiie votes of the House, that a bill is ordered to be brought m, to vest the 
soleright of printing almanacks, in tliat part of Great Britain called England, in the 
t\\o univcr:itic6 of Oxford and Cambridge, and the company of Stationers of the 
city of London, respectively ; and that such bill, if it should pass into a law, 
will preclude the petitioner from the privilege which he has been so long and 
at so greatcxpcnce contendirg for, and to which, by the aforesaid determination, 
he is row entitled, and would tend to create a new monopoly in the two univer- 
sities and the siiid company of Stationers, destruAive to the obje(2 which tlie pe- , 
titioner has with so great expence and trouble been labouring to cffe<ft, viz. the 
JDaki/J^rahnaiiacks of more utility than those formerly und^T the monopoly of the 

;t>tatioQcrs 
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The report from the committee on the dissenters' bilL 

Mr. Dunning was against any test, and maintained that the 
cajo]rment of any right, civil or religious, in a free govern^ 
meat, ought not to be clogged with any restrictions ; that 
government having secured the established religion of the 
country by law, and confined all the honours and emoluments 
of the church to the ministers of that religion, all dissenters 
from it, while they behaved themselves as loyal subjects, 
oo^ to enjoy their own religious opinions without any re- 
straint, as a common right belonged to them by the nature 
of the constitution itself. He declared that many of the pro-, 
testant dissenting ministers had authorized him to give their 
reasons against signing the proposed declaration. He then 
read a paper, containing, amongst other things, the distin«f 
guishing tenet by which protestant dissenters are known 
throughout Europe, which is, that they deny the authority 
of the civil magistrate in matters of religion, and therefore 
they cannot consistently sign a test which admits of that au- 
thority. On this ground he said he was apprehensive the 
bill with the declaration might do mischief; for those who 
could not sign it would be liable to the penal statutes still in, 
force; and if one single prosecution arose in conseque|^ce of 
this, instead of being a bill for the relief of protestant dis- 
senting ministers and teachers, it would be an aft for oppres- 
sing them. If therefore the declaration was agreed to, he 
should vote against the bill. 

' Mr. Goodrick expatiated largely on the necessity and sound 
policy of freedom in religion \ there ought to be no tie upon 
loen's professions of faith f and as to the interpretations of 
scripture^ or the will of God, that was all vague ; for tenets 
of every ki?;id had been broached as scripture doftrine. 

Sir Henry Houghton, Mr. Montagu, Sir George Yonge, 
Mr. Rous, Sir George Savile, and Mr. Turner, spoke against 
the bill. 

Lord North defended it, and said he was well apprized 
that the greatest part of the dissenting ministers would no^ 
unwillingly sign it ; and the few who did not, must be well 
convinc^ they never would be molested. It was not the 

Vol. XI. A a spirit 

Stationers* company, which cannot he otherwise than hj leaving the trade 
open, which ^ili consequently create an emulation in the different pubiiahbrt tp 
attain the greatest degree of correAness ; whereas, such monopoly being esta^ 
I^Hshed, would tend, as formerly, to discourage science, be a disgrace to litera- 
ture, «nd will moreover essentially injure and lessen the revenue, by reducing 
4he number of stamps, which will otherwise be required in a free sale ; and 
therefore praying that the said bill may not pass into a law ; and that tbc pc^" 
titioner may be heard by his counsel against the said bill. 
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wpmt of the times. I|l Qo part of admiaistration wer^rthcpe 
any $uch notions as to trouUe men for their religious opinions* 
The bench of bishops^ and paitkularly the head of the churdi^ 
Kas a nun of a diffi^rait opinion* On this accountj and^na 
instance, could be produced, in this reignj. of any dissc;ntq; 
being molested* he was astonished at the bringing in of such 
m^U at this time ; but> as they had thought proper to da it^ 
he had proposed a declaration^ which na man wha is-a-chrisr 
tian and a protestant dissenter can refuse to sign. As to 
deists, and persons denying the trinity, or professing, other 
singular religious opinions, not being either christians or pro* 
testants, the bill had nothing to do with them. But certainly 
die state had a right to guard against authorizing men, by 
authority of parliament, to be teadiers of their notions ; this 
W9S a matter of great importance } he should, therefore, vote 
for the declaration. 

r Mr. Rous said, the conscientious man was the only maQ 
who would be injured by the declaration ; for, not being able 
to sign it, he would remun open to persecution, and th« 
power of persecution would remain, though the liberal disjpor 
sition of our present rulers might prevent the exercise of it. 

On a division the declaration was carried by 95 against 59« 

The house went into a committee on the American papers. 
The remainder of them were read short, and Lord Nugent 
gave an intimation that he intended to make a motion as soon 
as the reading of the papers was finished : — Pressed by Messrs^ 
Burke and Fox to explain, his Lorclship acknowledged that 
he was totally averse to any inquiny. His Lordship did not 
however move any thing, but it was understood by both par- 
ties, that they should come prepared to support their respec- 
tive opinions the next day. 

Jf^il 29. 

The house resolved itself into a committee to inquire into 
the conduiS of the American war, F. Montagu, Esq. in the 
chair. 

Sir William Howe moved, that Earl Comwallis be called to 
the bar. 

Earl Nugent desired that the honourable General, before the 
question was put, would state to the committee upon what 
points he meant to interrogate the noble Lord. 
* Sir William Howe replied, to the general conduft of the 
American war ; to military points generally and particularly. 

Earl Nugent expressed his dislike of the inquiry in general, 
and his d(ftcrmi|ied resolution to oppose the admitting any 

evidence 



A. 177^: D E B K T E S. »W 

cTxdSnce which might eventually affed: the oondaft of the 
hohourable commander, or his noble brotherw-.Hesuxr no oc- 
casion or necessity for any inquiry at all, much less into that 
of the honourable General of the noble Lord. They did not 
atarid accused before that house ; the papers on the table eoil- 
taincd the fullest approbation of their condu^, under the 
hands of administration. They had been received in an ho^ 
nburable manner by their Sovereign, and with joy by their 
fellow subjefts. There was scarcely a letter on the table which 
did not contain some fresh proof what confidence his Majesty 
reposed in their zeal, their integrity, and great military ta^ 
knts. The best founded eulbgiums had been made upon them 
m that house firom every quarter.. It was said indeed, that 
some runners and whisperers and coffe6-house politicians, had 
traduced them in pamphlets and newspapers ; but if that was 
sufficient grounds for inquiry into the conduft of a ministec 
or a commander, he did not know one of either description 
who I'lad escaped ; such was the spirit of the times, and such 
the licentiousness of the -press, that there was no remedy 
which could be applied, that might not be produftive of greater 
evils; besides the argument, if applied at all, went this lengthy 
that any person who was traduced or vilified in pamphlets and 
newspapers, had a right, merely on that account, to have a 
parliamentary inquiry into his conduA set on foot ; every 
person so circumstanced had the same right, which, if no 
other business was transafted, would take up more time than 
Parliament could spare. But although the house had leisure 
and inclination to inquire^ they were not competent to the 
task, for what is the professed objeft ? The honourable Ge- 
neral siays, to inquire into military matters. That house had 
nothing to do with general or particular military points. How 
could gentlemen, sitting in that house, pretend to judge of the 
proper distribution of a large military force, or of the good 
or bad disposition in the field ? of the position of a brigade, 
or the manoeuvres of a column ? — ^It was absurd and prepos-^ 
terous"; and could only originate in misconception in general, 
and in an earnest, though unnecessary zeal in the honourable 
commander. Were that house even composed of military 
officers, both land and naval, so numerous a body would be 
far from being thie proper tribunal for such an inquiry. The 
constitution had made another sort of provision for dispens- 
iilg military justice, he meant courts-martial, whenever cir- 
cutristances called for it; but, in a case such as the present, 
where there did not cast a shadow or colour for censure oif any 
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part of the honourable commander's conduA, it was demoo*-^ 
strably clear, that as it was not competent in that house to ion 
quire into or decide upon military matters, in any given situ« 
ation whatever, neither could a court-martial take cognisance* 
of any thing respecting the noble Admiral or his brother^ 
without an accuser. Where was that accuser to be found f 
Not in that house, he was certain ; if without doors, why did 
he not come forth and state his complaint i As no such per-> 
son had come forth, he was justified in contending that no. 
such person existed, and further in affirming, that both the 
commanders stood acquitted in the opinion of their Sovereign 
and their Country. He did not find fault with the strong de-^ 
sire manifested by the honourable commander who made the 
motion. God forbid he should pass any censure upon a con* 
duA apparently suggested by a nice sense of honour. But 
what of that ? Had not the honourable commander been in» 
dulged ? Had not he been heard in his own justification ? Had- 
not all his wishes, so far as they pointed to his full justifica- 
tion, been gratified ? And was not he furnished with a full 
opportunity, in a very long and able speech, of proving that 
every idle or loose discourse concerning his military condu£): 
was false and ill-founded, and that he had performed his duty 
with fidelity, integrity, and ability. He spoke for a consider"^ 
able time as to the particular predicament another honourable 
General stood in [Burgoyne}, should the present inquiry be 
proceeded upon. Supposing, for instance, though he wished 
the contrary, that the house should think proper, after weigh- 
ing the circumstances between that gentleman and the noble 
Lord at the head of the American department, to have his 
conduit inquired into by a court-martial, what would be the 
consequence ? That at the very instant the committee should 
come to that resolution, they must know that it could not be ' 
complied with 5 they must be previously informed that that 
honourable commander was not amenable to any military or 
other jurisdi6lion in this country ; that being a prisoner under 
the convention of Saratoga, he was only amenaWe to the Con^- 
gfess ; and if even found guilty, could not be punished, till 
freed from his prior engagement, by either release or exchange, 
or by a full exchange of ratifications on both sides. He made 
those supjK)sitions merely in maintenance of his general argu- 
ment, not by any means intending to pass the least degree of 
censure upon that gallant but unfortunate officer {_a little dis- 
order^. He would repeat the word unfortunate, for he thought 
tJic capture of that army was the great and original source of 

every 
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cv*ry subsequent misfortune, of the insolence of our rebel- 
lious subjeAs in Jrcje^ng the very favourable propositions 
agreed to in Parliament, and offered through the channel of 
his Majesty's ministers 5 and of the perfidy of the foreign 
oiediy, and the critical and alarming war in which at pre- 
sent "we are engaged. He had the highest opinion of the 
honourable general's valour and zeal 5 and if any blame was 
iniputaUe, which he was far from giving any opinion upon, 
one way or the other, the most it could possibly amount to 
was. Chat his ardour to serve his country got perhaps the 
better of his prudence. As an additional argument for the 
propriety of stopping the inquiry, his Lordship said, it 
would necessarily run to great length, and there was other 
paiiiamentary business of the first importance, which called 
for the immediate attention of the house. Every gentleman 
who had a house or a servant was concerned in the busi- 
iless yet to be brought on, business which could not admit 
of delay ; besides this, while they were sitting under that 
roof, idly wasting their time in fruitless inquiries, France 
tJias busily employed, he feared, in preparing for an invasion 
of these kingdoms, though he was rather inclined to believe 
of Ireland ; for which the conduft of that house, in the pre- 
• sent session, had paved the way, by the obstinate and repeated 
refosals given to attend to the oppressions and grievances of 
that country, or to administer any species of relief. [^A cry of 
§rderf order fl; He repeated the assertion, and declared that 
the obstinacy of the house in denying all relief to so oppressed 
and impoverished a people as the Irish, had thrown that 
kingdom into a state of despair, and that they were now ripe 
for any revolution, as they considered they could not possibly 

change their masters to a disadvantage 'After speaking to 

a great variety of points of less moment, and solemnly de- 
claring he had formed his intention of endeavouring to stop 
the inquiry, merely from the impulse of his own feelings, 
and that he had not consulted any minister, or any one man 
on the occasion, declaring also that he did not then know 
whether he should be seconded, his Lordship moved, " That 
the chairman do quit the chair." 

Lord North said he should not second the motion, although 
he highly approved of part of it, and thought the majority 
of the arguments used by the noble I-.ord solid and justifiable. 
His Lordship entered at large into his reasons for wishing that 
Lord Comwallis might not be examined, and why it was not 
proper for that house to proceed to a military inquiry. His 
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L)E^rdship said there was no charge- nor no accuser ; that' he 
had never heard of tmy charge, and that the honourable gene- 
ral's own account of lus conduA read to the house hst Wed- 
-nesday, was ato ample answer to any whispers or libelS; that- 
had been circulated against the honourable gentleman'i< cha- 
racter. That he was free to say, he was perfe£)iy 'Otisfied 
with the honourable general's condudt ; and though he didatot 
mean to pass an opinion upon his military conduA, otfasr 
one way or the other, he made no scruple to declare thatrlie 
had done his duty in every particular. His Lordship spoke 
of the delicacy of examining inferior officers as to- their 
opinion of their superior, the conunander in chieTs behftp- 
viour during a war. That it would be putting them under 
an unnecessarv difficulty, and that if the inquiry were |mr^ 
sued ever so m^ the result being founded merely on ex.paUe 
evidence, must be useless to the honourable general, anddis- 
graceful to the house. If there was any intention to change 
administraticm, or any one member of it, with- crimiBdity^ 
he was for having the inquiry proceed, though heshould^ez- 
peA, and had a right to expeCb, that the intention was thm 
avowed, and the nature of the charge specified, in ordeirtfaat 
those charged might prepare the necessary evidence fij^ thidr 
defence. If this were not the case, he thought a further pur- 
suit of the inquiry needless. He differed in opinion from 
his noble friend, that that house was incompetent to inquire 
into the conduft of persons occupying high offices in the 
state. In such occasions they aAed as a grand national and 
constitutional inquest ; but as to military matters, he should, 
for one, never consent to have them discussed in that house. 
The conduft of ministers was a very proper objeft of Parlia^ 
mentary inquiry; the wisdoiin and justice of that house 
were frequently exercised in such inquiries; but was that 
principle applicable on the present occasion ? By no means. 
No such intention was stated ; the honourable commander 
who moved for Earl Comwallis to be called in, neither stated 
or avowed any such thing. His motion was specific ; it was 
to examine his Lordship to general and particular points. 
But to what purpose ? The honourable general, so far as 
Parliament was concerned, stood acquitted in the face of his 
country. No accusation was urged, no reply was made to 
his narrative. It was a very able defence, and in his opinion 
a very full and ample exculpation of his conduft, so far as 
that house was either competent to entertain, or enabled to 
decide. But uxore 5 the honourable general is for going on 

with 
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iKtbithe inquiry^ Cut bom f To what purpose ? -To shew 

ibhat no further inquiry is necessary. In this particular he 

epttttained a very different opinion,- and drew in his own 

luind a very different conclusion. Suppose the house pro* 

need s 8iq]pose upon the evidence they shouldacquit \ follow* 

tt^Asn up with another supposition, that many conceived 

:di£Scrently from him respecting the honourable officer's con- 

duEL Will any one person of that description be convinced 

by; SDch a decision ? Will it wipe off one stain, or meet one 

crminal charge urged against hun without doors ? Not one ; 

he.will just stand in his former situation ; no man will be a 

hit more convinced of his innocence than before the inquiry 

W98 set on foot. Each man will retain his former opinion, 

and the house will be drawn away from the discharge of its 

most, pressing duties to no manner of purpose. Is the con- 

-dM&of ministers then the latent objeA of this inquiry ? It 

•mayy when expressly resumed for that purpose ; but not at 

.. {nreasnt^ Is it intended to try and determine upon the con- 

xfaifl of administration hy a side wind, in an oblique indireCl: 

f inbnner ? If that be the objedl, let it be declared, let the 

-accuser fairly stand forth, avow his charge, and compel them 

ita answer. When that is avowed, ministers will know the 

accuser, and the accusation ; they will know in what manner 

:. tO:tnake their defence. It was true the noble Lord near him 

' (iGrermaine], vras more immediately concerned in the subjec^l: 

.^£n the present inquiry than he, it being transacted in the 

I department over which his Lordship presides \ but so far as 

Ithe.conduA of the war could be the objedt of Parliamentary 

..inquiry, both he and every other of his Majesty's confi- 

. 4ential servants were equally responsible. Their conduft lay 

open -to examination from the correspondence on the table. 

They did not wish to decline inquiry, but he certainly meant 

' to oppose every attempt to go into any kind of military in- 

vc^^attcn, either for the purpose of deciding on the con- 

duA -of the generals, or as a concealed groimd of passing a 

, .cenisureiipon ministers. 

MiMr. Montague then acquainted the committee that a mo- 

tioji had been made, " for calling in Lord Cornwallis •," 

.aince which another motion had been made "that he do 

'^:?n0W'icaye the chair," by way of the previous question ; the 

jquoftion he should therefore put was, " that he do now leave 

. the* chair." An obje<Sl:ion having been started, that the mo- 

... ^tion made by ttc noble Lord who spoke first had not been 

ivscconded, it was answered from the chair, that it was not 

A a 4? necessary 
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necessary in a commitee, though it was in the honse* While 
the house seemed indetermined what to xio^ Lord Nugent 
having not yet consented to withdraw his motion, . :>.:.. 
General Burgoyne rose and ssud^^ although the inquiry into 
the condu<Sl:of the noble Lord and the honourable com- 
mander should terminate by carrying the motioninade by 
the noble Lord^ for dissolving the committee, he trustec^^ 
that the justice of the house would give him an oj^rtimily 
of proving his own innocence. If those commanders stood 
justified in the opinion of ministers and that house, he stood 
in a very different situation. He was astonished to hear-.a 
motion for stopping the inquiry come from that noble Lord 
[Earl Nugent], who he really believed to possess in most in- 
stances an uncommon degree of candour. His arguments 
might have had some plausibility when the papers were first 
moved, but the house, by admitting them, had adopted the 
inquiry, and in consequence different gentlemen had col- 
laterally given opinions in their places, and reasoned upon 
and censured many circumstances relating to the military 
xronduft of the war. Part of his conduS: now stood ar- 
raigned in Parliament. The house would not have admitted 
these discussions^ nor could any gentleman in honour have 
idesired to indulge himself in such a liberty, had they not 
supposed the censured would have full scope to defend thiem- 
selves ; every man who had delivered sentiments that touched 
those employed in the war, were pledged in honour to sup- 
port the inquiry. The noble Lord [Earl Nugent] has said, 
he did not aft in concert with any minister in opposing the 
inquiry ; there could be no doubt of his veracity in that as- 
sertion ; for the part he was taking was more hostile to ad- 
ministration than any taken by the other side of the house 
in any part of the session. The honour of ministers was 
deeply concerned to proceed. They are accused of covering 
their own defects by the relinquishment or crimination of 
those they employ, of having adopted that odious, abomin- 
able, infatuated system, not only of leaving oflicers unpro- 
tefted, but of laying snares in their way to effedl their ruin : 
in these clays, it is said, the principle of disgrace is implanted 
the very n^.omcnt of their appointment, like that of mor- 
tality; Vv'hich is supposed in the nniinal system to be coeval 
with ciisi'jncc : "tiie young disease grov/s with their growth, 
p.nd strci.gtlicns with their strength," till, upon the first ill- 
success in the field, or the first dcfcclion in this house, out 
it bursts, and hurries them to destruction, and they are de- 
.* ■ /. liver ed 
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iivcved ofer to those worse than butchers, the tale4>earers 
«nd whispenersy and carriers of detra^on, who dissedt and 
mangle them at will, and hold them out a spe^acle, in ter^ 
nreMf to teach others more servility. If a multitude of ofii« 
C8rs, a nmnber unheard of in any former period, have with- 
drawn themselves from service upon factious motives, to 
promote private interest, or to bring their friends into 
power, they are worse than the agitators of Cromwell ; they 
deserve every punishment an injured country can inilifc 
Let it begin with this house, be inforced by the King's dls- 
pleasnre, ratified by every honest man in the kingdom 5 let 
ns not pass the streets without marks of resentment, be 
«leemed the objects of detestation, deservedly the outcasts of 
sotiety.— ^But if it shall appear that the want of confidence 
and protection has been as general as there have been com- 
mands : that an officer is stated in this house to have all he 
requires, when' he is with-held a third part ; that another is 
made responsible for all blame, because he drew his own 
. ]ilan and instructions, when the minister so stating him knew 
both faCts to be false ; that when an officer's conduct falls into 
..question, his own reasons and motives are suppressed, 
though the minister has them in his pocket. I contend, jf 
these allegations are true, officers are not only justified, but 
dcalled upon by their duty to themselves and their country, 
to vindicate their wrongs in the face of power, and let thus 
inquiry be the test between them and their adversaries. He 
went through a cursory review of the various assertiqtis 
which he meant to make and to support by proof; and re- 
peated his complaints of being denied an interview with his 
Sovereign, whose ear was daily poisoned against him. His 
preclusion from the' royal presence was not only effedcd by 
insidious pretences, but was unprecedented, though a court- 
snarttal had been aChially certain. Every captain who loses 
a King's ship, in light or by a wreck, is, by the constant 
rule of the service, to be tried by a court-martial. Was it 
ever heard of, that an officer in that situation was forbid the 
court ? A recent instance is full in point : Captain Windsor, 
prisoner to Francej and returned upon his parole, cannot be 
tried upon that account ; has not that gallant officer been 
received at court as he deserved ? These examples being *o 
general, make any deviation from them absolute censure : it 
becomes a manifestation on the part of government to the 
nation, that the person proscribed is known to be guilty* 
Let it net be supposed that these complaints originate<from 
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akaxdDsring i&ertJkt ^e;Edence'<htti]dMi90tiifci«l^ 
adulatcnry motives! — -^No : u> -^ish tke^COtuitefi^rft^^^ hk 
Sovereign, when he vi^si^not consdou^rOf litafin^de^^edfy 
farfsiticd his pretensions; to it ^ to 8iibmi^4»s a^^ons t^'tte 
.royal judgment was not, he hoped, a servile ambit^do.^' But 
chiefly and principally he lamented being. d^{>ri^ed'th&>8ii- 
diaiccs his rank gave him a right to, that he Was thei?ebjr 
preduded doing justice to the merits of the army— -that gal- 
lant army, which deserved so much^bot was thought of ^ 
little ! He feared their attachment to him pade their- mme. 
Ja the profusion of brevet rank lately bestowed, not a-sfflgle 
preicrment had been.giv^n there; the list of colonels, in^iair* 
ticular, had stopped with an officer only a few-day^ oid^ 
than Lieut. Col. Hamilton, who had a£led as brigadieiTyi^s 
brave and distii>guished an ^officer as theseFvice could bo4llt>: 
those upon the list between him and where the-^p#ef(^ml^t 
stopped were upon half pay, except two or^three. HIj^'sS^* 
'tisfoftory would it have been to the ^tUff^ to^hftve kickkkd 
^is. name in that promotitm! yet even that small attention 
was denied. Upon the whole, if the inquiry was reftfiedy 
:kt the world see who had refused it-— who had pressed it» 
rOae measure still rcniiained, vi^. to lay before the countfjKtt 
Iirrgc what he had wished to submit in pacrticular- to'th0 itU* 
jfegates in Parliament, the great, th^e enlightened, axid he in- 
justed the proper tribunal in all cases of public intelfe9r^r 
fwtional honour. . - '.- • = >' ' ^'i oi 

hprdiGeorgf Germaine denied that he took -any particular 
part in preventing the honourable generaiirom seeing Hits Sdk 
.vereign* It was the opinion of^th^ cabii^^ not of any iadt- 
vidual member of it, that he could not withv propriety- bc-' ad* 
-znitted to. the royal presence, till his kondi^had Deehiin^ 
quired into. Inquiries were customary Jsh «!(da$ions siAine- 
what similar. But the honourable ^^mloonictiiVx^ dase^cmts 
found to be a new one^ not being 'amentrt^^iD^ocbn^citriliiir 
military tribunal in this kin|^dom;4iiande«hiit^«kkithe(mie 
tjTCason that his inquiry had not long since been entered upon 
by a board of general officers. The honourable gentl eman 
had complained greatly of the coldness and neglect shewed 
the troops under his command, now prisbHe'r^^ftAflei^'tlie Sa- 
ratoga convention ; and imputed this negleft, kk^H«n^*ffohi 
an ill-will and resentment towards the general." Tne'^filla: 
not b^ing so, the reason must stand .cdntradifted. ' JMSiiii5iili*s 
entertained no ill will nor resentments j nor were the 'lcapl|jc 
troops' neglefted: so far fi-Qfli.fj^ ^JfiyiafJ Wfyer ceased!th,fp' 

,< .^. ic -Ts-i .,> .. . ..1 ^1 h? ^imr.ir.iJ bill: y- Vi ^^^Hr^B^^^V? 
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endeavours to procure the liberty of those brave men^ and 
40 obtain for their country the benefit of their ser>'ices -, and 
he had this pleasing drcumstance to communicate to the 
house, of the happy tidings that those exertions on the part 
-of administration had at length succeeded $ for he hoped 
. and trusted* that at the time he was speaking, the captive 
army was again restored to its liberty. The truth was, that 
Jhe had received by the last dispatches from Sir Henry Clin- 
ton the following important intelligence : — ^That tiie breach 
of the convention of Saratoga was looked upon by every 
honest pian in America, as well as Great-Britain, to be a 
most shameful violation of public faith; that the Congress 
finding that a general clamour began to prevail, and that 
their constituents began openly to condemn what so nearly 
affected the national honour, had sent word to the general, to 
send commissaries to treat upon the terms of the former ne- 
gotiation, in order that the convention might be finally rati- 
fied. As to the order for the honourable general's return to 
his captive army, he asserted, that the order was framed in 
cabinet *, and did not originate with him as an individual. 
His Majesty was there advised to give directions for that 
order. He did not desire to be understood, that he difiered 
fi*om the rest of his Majesty's confidential ser\'ants ; on the 
contrary, he begged leave to repeat what he had so often 
:asaertecC that in his opinion the honourable general ought 
to have returned and shared in the adversities of his army. 
;If he had, he would thereby have rendered captivity easier 
to those brave men who served under him; and he had 
every reason to believe, that their enlargement would have 
been much sooner obtained. As to the question, more par- 
ticularly the ohjc& of the present debate, he perfedly agreed 
with the noble Lord near him [Lord North], that the opi- 
nion of military men, on the motions and manceuvres of ar- 
mies, vTas no proper matter to be heard, discussed, or decided 
upon in that house, But so &r as the correspondence on the 

table 



♦ On the «7th of November 177B, on the report of the address, 
the noble Lord asserted the dired contrary. He afHrmed, upon his 
honour, he knew nothing of the order till he' received it from the 
secretary at war. He inquired of Lord Amherst, whether it was 
a resolution of cabinet, who answered him, he knew nothing of the 
matter, not being consulted in military matters respeAing America; 
he was commandei- in chief in Englarid only. He received the or- 
der from his Majesty, and transmitted it to the secretary at war. 
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table respe<^d his condu A in tbe dq>artment in which he had 
the honour to preside^ he was ready, on the shortest notice^ 
to enter into his justification ; and he could not help observ-^ 
ing, that he could not see to what purpose the committee 
could proceed, unless it were to decide up<Hi the condu£l of 
ministers, so far as their plans had been founded in weakness 
or wisdom. 

Ear] Nugent consented to withdraw his motion for the chsdr- 
jnan's leaving the chair. . . 

Sir William Howe observed, that the question for calling in 
Lord Comwallis ought to be enlarged^ by adding the wordty 
** a general and particular account of the conduct of the. 
American war." 

Lord North instantly caught the words, and moved an 
amendment, in nearly the very terms. The motion, with his 
Lordship's amendment, run thus, '^ That Lord Comwallis be 
called in, and examined relative to general and particular 
military points, touching the general condu A of the American 
war." 

The chairman, as usual, put the question on the amend* 
meut. ^ . 

Mr. Fox said, that the intended effeft of the motion was 
a public avowal of ministers to suppress all inquiry into their. 
conduct. How was it possible to judge whether they a£bcd 
right or wrong, till it were first known whether their plam 
and instruftions were founded in wisdom, or were in then»* 
selves practicable ? How could that be known, but by the 
opinions of ofiiccrs serving on the spot, who were the best 
judges how far the plans were pra£licablc,-or the force ade- 
quate ? America was lost ; forty millions, and thirty thousand; 
lives had been already expended and lost ; theconrespondence 
on the table contained opinions diametrically opposite to each 
other ; the conunander in chief says, in his letters to the no*> 
ble Lord, secretary to the American depmtment, " I want 
20,000 men for the ensuing campaign, and I cannot expeft 
to succeed with a less reinforcement." *^ No," says the noble 
Lord in his answer, *^ I cannot let you have so many : I. can 
let you have 6 or 7000. You are going to iPennsylvania, 
where great numbers will resort to the royal standanl ; . you 
may by that means recruit your army to the necessary comple* 
ment." Well, the honourable commander proceeds at the 
head of a force he deems inadequate \ his army is not recnde- 
ed in the manner foretold by the noble Lord ; the operations 
misjcarry. How then can the house judge on this'affiianativa 
and this, negative ? only by knowing from o$cers of xank tin 

the 
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the spot, which of the two honourable persons was in the 
right 3 he that said such a force was adequate, or he that said 
such a force was not ? It put him in mind of two lines in an 
old song, 

<* You know yon arc in the right, 
*< I think you in the wrong/' 
After examining several other passages in the correspon- 
dence in the same manner, and demonstrating in several in- 
stances a contrariety of opinion, between those who pbnncd 
and the person who was to execute, he laid it down as the 
only test to lead to a proper judgment, on the whole of the 
condu£l of ministers and generals, to examine witnesses viva 
vocff to prove to the house who was \vrong and who was right. 
A refusal, on the part of administration, to admit such evi- 
dence, he contended was a clear acknowledgment of guilt ; 
they dare not face the inquiry, because they knew it would 
lead to their conviftion ; and they now, by the most shame- 
ful evasion, and a mere trick of debate, endeavoured to avoid 
it, under the pretence, the most scandalous pretence, that the 
hoBse was not competent to receive or decide upon evidence 
respecting the condudl of military commanders. Tlie noble 
L(Mrd in the blue ribbon, who had recourse, because he was 
driven, to this pitiful shift, well knew that the question fairly 
before the committee was, whether the plans were pra^ca- 
ble, or the instructions such as could be defended ? Afraid to 
meet the issue, his Lordship raised an objeftion, which he 
knew, if carried by the amendment, would amount to a dis- 
solution of the committee* What did the papers on the table 
present ? A string of contradictions between the general and 
the cabinet- The minister, at the head of the finances, after 
several breaches of promise and false predictions, tells that 
house, that the whole strength of the nation shall be exerted; 
that 70,000 men, and a suitable navy, shall be the conse^ 
quence of those exertions. The General and Admiral accept 
upon those conditions •, the men and ships are voted ; 70,000 
men appear on paper, while little more than half the number 
of them ever appear in array. America is lost ; the Generid 
ifi blamed for not performing impossibilities, and impossibili- 
ties previously and timely stated by him ; but ^vhcn a propo- 
sition is made, to know which party is wrong or which is 
right, " No," say the offenders and authors of our misfortunes, 
*^ the truth can only be known iii one mode, by the means of 
a particular species of proof, and that we are determined you 
shall not have." Such was the case of his honourable friend 
near him, [General Burgoyiie.] That gentleman jundertakes 

a certain 
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a certain service with a certain force ; he never gets half that 
force ; he desires discretionary powers ; he is refused them. 
By a letter on the table, he disapproves of employing savages ; 
he is compelled to employ them. The noble Lord who ap- 
proved of the original plan, who neglefted to perforin his part 
of it, who struck out of it the discretionary power desired^ 
who forced savages instead of veteran troops upon the com- 
mander, refuses the testimony of military men, for the best 
reason m the world, because he is convinced, that if military 
men were to give their opinions on those particulars, they 
would and must decide against him. The officers who served 
under his command would, he knew, bear testimony, that 
savages, independent of the barbarity and horrid cruelty of 
employing them, were not to be depended upon ; that the 
force wasutotally inadequate to the service ; and that all the 
difficulties and misfortunes that followed, to the surrender at 
Saratoga, were imputable solely to the peronptory Orders 
which the General understood himself bound to obey, by the 
striking out of his original plan the discretionary power pro- 
posed, which would have left him at liberty to vary his ope- 
rations according to times and circumstances. In the course 
of a speech of considerable length, he introduced a great va- 
riety of other matter. He attacked the noble Lord at the 
head of the American department, and the whole cabinet, rc- 
spefting their insidious conduft towards the honourable Ge- 
neral near him, [Burgoyne.] He called upon the subordinate 
instruments of administration to stand forth like men, and 
avow their sentimehtr* One learned gentleman [Lord Advo- 
cate], on the first proposition for a committee, had spoke of 
the expedition from Canada in very strong and decided terms, 
and had, without a tittle of proof, censured the conduft of the 
honourable General who commanded it ; the same learned 
gentleman had, more than a year sine 3, found fault with the 
operations of the grand army to the southward. An honour- 
able friend of his, near him [Governor Johnstone], had not 
been backward or shy in publicly declaring his opinions upon 
both the naval and military conduft of the American war, so 
had several other gentlemen in that house. He should for- 
bear to lay any stress on the pamphleteers, runners, whisperers, 
and cofFee-house emissaries of administration ; they had all 
received the He direft from the noble Lord in the blue ribbon. 
It was now pretty clear that his Lordship was not their em- 
ployer 5 but as to those gentlemen, members of that house, 
who, by their respeftable situations and independent spirit, 
izacf piiblidy avowed their opvmons^ he expefted that they 
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wouldiuiy^^ther •candour to either renounce them from con«- 
vi£lIon| or li^intain them upon those laudable principles on 
wluch. they had a&ded to adopt, or were wiUing still to ad«- 
here.^^thiem. Th^ were specially called upon to forward the 
inquiry in its fullest extent, or honestly recant, and subscribe 
to the creed of the noble Lord In the blue ribbon, ** that the 
noble Admiral and the honourable General had acquitted 
themselves with the utmost bravery, fidelity, and skill ; that 
the honourable General's narrative brought home conviftion 
to every impartial mind; and that It would be wasting the 
time of the comrnit;tee, to no manner of purpose, unless the 
objp£l of future inquiry was meant to be directed to an exa- 
mination into the qondufl of ministers." If, therefore, the 
noble Lord should obstinately persist in his motion, he made 
no doubt but such gentlemen as had censured the military con« 
du^ of commanders in their absence, would be the first, if 
they .should not have changed their fonner opinions, to give 
an opportunity to- those gentlemen to exculpate themselves, 
a^. of .cqur,se vote against the amendment proposed by the 
noble Lor4* He dwelt some time on the great praises bestow« 
eojon the xrommander in chief by the ministers ; there was 
scarcely a letter which did not contain the most flattering ex«> 
gressions>. But he mentioned tliat circumstance only to shew 
the treachery o£ one, if not all of iheni. The noble Secretary, 
while he was loading the General with encomiums on his zeal, 
aflJvity, and talqits, was secretly undermining him 5 for the 
whole correspondence shewed that he never had his confi- 
dence. When the General gave an opinion, the Secretary an- 
swered him in the^egative ; he had his spies and informers 
apL the spot ; he trusted to their information, not to that of 
Wic commander in chief 5 so that while he made the General 
responsible for the events of the war, he was, by ncieans as 
£pplish and prepostfarous as they wer?. base, endeavouring, all 
in his power, to defeat the very measures he seemed so anxi- 
ous to carry into execution. He said the noble Lord's amend- 
ment. wenC to an aftual dissolution of the committee, and an 
rmplied acknowlj^dgment of guilt in administration, by put- 
tuig a- stop to zn inquiry which they dare not meet ; he said, 
h^V^coiilcl not sit-down without stating an instance of the 
fffpssQst folly and /ibsurdity^ in. which the most palpable art 
Kd &eri'blendedl« "They first approved of the operations to 
the^soilth^^i^ct^Vjhey. softer that seemed to give a preference, 
to. jthe^iib^tl^^^ expedition^, and before they were acquainted 
^^lr(^ 9ir$fe??--^?^^^ the .best .p:cospeA of success, they give 
^'/^^^pii't/%a and lay the motives of tteir 

,; ..*^.,J'S' refusal 
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refusal to comply with the requisition made by the General 
for a greater force, not upon the probability, but the certainty 
of his being able to recruit his army to the desired comple- 
ment, in the loyal province of Pennsylvania ! 

Lord Howe said, that the accusations made against him and 
his brother, were not, as had been asserted by the noble Lord 
who moved that the chairman do leave the chair, and the 
other two noble Lords in high office, confined to newspaper 
attacks, to conversations without doors, to the coffee-house 
runners and emissaries of administration. Their conduA had 
been publicly arraigned in pamphlets, written by persons in 
high credit and confidence with ministers ; by several mem- 
bers of that house, in that house, in the face of the nation; 
and by some of great credit and respe£b in their public cha- 
racters, known to be countenanced by administration [allud- 
ing to Governor Johnstone and the Lord Advocate of Scot*' 
land, &€.] One of them in particular [Mr. Johnstone] had 
made the most direfl specific charges, ^d had in 4 manner 
pledged himself to the house to bring them forward, at least 
to second a motion for an inquiry. Ministers, thongh their 
dispatches were filled with the fullest testimony of approba^ 
tion of their conduA, remained silent, when general censures 
were passed upon him and his brother in their absence ; and^ 
since their return, never rose to contradift them in their pre* 
sence. They made general answers, that they did not accuse 
the commanders, but that they were ready to meet an inquiry 
at any time ; yet, the first instant an inquiry into the conduA 
of himself and the honourable General near him is proposed, 
they ily from it, and refuse the only me; ts that the nature of 
the business admits for the discovery and discussion of truth. 
The noble Lord in the blue ribbon, it is true, passed some 
commendations on the conduft of the commander in chief} 
but cautiously qualified them by saying, that though no per- 
son appeared to accuse him, it did not follow that he stood 
acquitted in the opinion of his country. That circumstance 
wiped off no stain nor crime that he might be accused of; 
that was the proper business of another tribunal. He joined 
in opinion with the noble Lord, but he, at the same time, 
looked upon it to be a most cruel circumstance, to keep a man 
in a situation where he stood accused before the public, and 
dc^ny him the means of proving his innocence. The objedt of 
the inquiry was, to discover if there was any j> round for an 
accusation of him or his brother. If it should be stopped, they 
must continue under a load of public obloquy, without a pos- 
sibility of ever clearing themselves from the various imputa- 
tions 
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tions made against them, or they must have their conduct in* 
quired into by a military tribunal. 

Mr, Dempstery after speaking to the general question, con- 
tended, that the present was the first instance known in the 
annals of Parliament, that a reference of an order of the house 
to a committee was clogged with an amendment made in that 
committee. The order of the house was to examine witnesses; 
the amendment imported a negative to that order, and of 
course went to a substantial contradiftion of the order of the 
house. Lord Cornwallis had, with the consent of the other 
house, been ordered to be examined. The amendment, if 
carried, which was in efFeft a negative of the main question, 
and would prove so, would then contradift the order for ex- 
.amining the noble Lord. 

. Right Hon. T, Townshend said, that the conduA of the 
noble Lord who moved for the dissolution of the committee, 
was much more open, fair, and explicit, than that of the no* 
bleXord in the blue ribbon, who, meaning the same thing, 
was. ashamed to avow it, yet by his motion strove to defeat 
the inquiry as eftcchially as tlie other. 

Colonel Barre desired that the original order for the at- 
tendance of Lord Cornwallis might be read by the clerk, which 
being, read accordingly, the order specified, ** That Lord 
Cornwallis be ordered to attend this house on the 29th of 
April, to be examined on the subject matter of the papers, 
&c." Here was an express, general order of the house, which, 
if .the ^noble Lord's amendment should pass, and amended 
question receive a negative, the consequence vifould be, that 
thic ordfirs of the house would be sacrificed, in order to screen 
ministers from punishment j because the order for Lord Corn- 
wallis's examination would be prevented by a resolution come 
to in the committee. 

The Lord Advocate of Scotland prefaced his speech with 
two observations : first, that the house had no jurisdiftipn 
whatever, for they could neither condemn nor acquit; second? 
ly, that he should not liave spoke at all, were it not for al- 
lu^ons made to expressions which had fallen from him in 
former debates. He rose to avow those sentiments imputed 
to him, which he still retained. He said then, that as soon as 
thp grand army went to the southward, he gave up all hopes - 
oftsuccess. He believed that to be the case, and that the mis- 
carriage of tlie Northern army was the cause of all our sub* 
sequent disappointments and misfortunes which happened. 
He then proceeded to answer, in a very distinct manner, such 
parts of General Burgoyne's speech as related to Im justi^a^. 

Vol. XI. B b tion. 
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tion. His chief argument was, that the General, looked.upon 
himself to be peremptorily bound to force his way to Alfapiny^ 
but it was plain that could riot be, because his correspondence 
with Sir Henry Clinton plainly demonstrated that he lookfid 
upon himself invested with a discretionary power ; otherwise 
he could never have advised with Sir Henry, whether he 
should attempt to make*his way to Albany, or endeavour to 
effeftuate ,a retreat to Ticonderoga. 

Lord North made a short reply, recurring to his former 
: argument respefting the incompetency of thsCt house to decide 
npon military matters. His Lordship answered Lord Howe 
and Mr. Fox, upon his supposed approbation and acquittal of 
the honourable commander in chief. He was no judge, nor 
did not by any means undertake or presume to decide any 
farther than his private opinion on the papers on the table, 
Vhich could signify very little one way or the other, unin- 
formed as he was, and unequal as he must be to the task.— • 
There was a legal and proper tribunal, where such inquiries 
could be legally or properly entertained. The opinion of that 
house, in favour of the honourable commanders, was a verjr 
honourable testimony, but still it was no more. It was no 
acquittal ; that could only be eflfefted by a decision dF tbdr 
peers, in the manner and by the mode which the constitution 
had prescribed. As far as he could venture to pronounce, no 
such inquiry was necessary ; but if the parties concerned 
[Lord and General Howe] should press for it, he made no 
doubt that they would be found to have performed their duty 
like able and gallant officers. 

Sir Edward Astley spoke for the inquiry, contending that 
it could not be defeated, without being guilty of the most 
manifest injustice. 

Colonel Onslonv said, he was one of the persons alluded to 
by the honourable gentleman [Mr. Fox] who spoke some time 
since ; and, as he was called upon, he rose to avow his for^ 
mer opinions, that going to the southward had been the cause 
of the misfortune which happened at Saratoga, and the mis- 
carriage of the American war. Nay more> he was not unwil- 
ling to affirm, that the war might have been crushed in the 
first instance, if, on the day the rebels had been defeated on 
Long Island, the 23d regiment of foot and the grenadiers of 
the army on the right, under that very gallant and distin- 
guished officer, Sir Henry Clinton, had not been prevented 
from forcing the enemy's lines. He was an honest man ; he 
would speak his mind ; he was a whig ; and if an inquiry 

should 
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ishould take place, he hoped it would be instituted before a 
proper tribunial. 

Sir William Howe said, bethought the hbnourable gentle- 
inah had been rather premature in his observations, and con- 
tradiftory in the conclusion. . No proof relative to the fa61: 
was before the committee. The honourable gentleman said, 
the house was not competent to. inquire and decide ; and yet, 
sis an individual of that body, he Ventured to decide upon his 
^conduiEl. He assured the honourable gentleman, however, 
that he was grossly misinformed j and that as such a direft^ 
charge had been made in that house, he thought it an addi- 
tional reason that that house should investigate it, and see 
whether it was well or ill-founded. 

Sir William Meredith contended, that there was not a pos- 
sibility of separating the two objefts, the conduct of ministers 
and of military commanders. Th& former could not be judged, 
without knowing how far their plans were or were not prac- 
ticable ; nor the latter without knowing and measuring the 
ineans which had been put into their hands. He spoke 
likewise to the point of order, and lamented that the par- 
ticular situation of any set of men should oblige them to em- 
play their influence over the house, in such a manner as to 
make a surrender of their own . privileges ; and instead of 
order and regulation, introduced by so ill-founded a precedent, 
in their place, what must be inevitably introduftory of anar- 
chy and confusion. 

Sir George Savile promised administration, in case of a suc- 
cessful division, that they would be welcome to his vote to 
totally dissolve the committee ; for, in his opinion, any far- 
ther investigation would be to no purpose. He spoke very 
fully, and laughed at the flimsey pretence of the noble Lord 
in the blue ribbon, who supposed that the present was a mili- 
tary inquiry or trial ; whereas his Lordship knew that the ob- 
ic& in view was, whether the evidence to be delivered at the 
oar was such as might render a military inquiry necessary. 

Mr, Burke said, the noble Lord in the blue ribbon would 
not accuse; the other noble Lord, the American secretary, 
would not accuse. What a ridiculous farce it was ! Had not 
a learned gentleman, daily making rapid strides to the pri- 
mate of ministerial favour, accused, and with great candour, 
-specifically accused? It is true the learned gentleman had 
charged his side of the house with want of reason and argu- 
ment ; the charge might be true, but of all persons in that 
quarter, he expe^Jledsuch a charge least of all from the 
B b 2 learned 
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learned gentleman ; because, with candour and openness, and 
in a diredt career to his point, he never knew an hbnourablfe 
gentleman clog or intangle himself less with either reason or 
argument. \^ ^] 

General Conivay called upon ministers to declare wheth^i* 
they denied the competency of the house to institute or pro- 
ceed .upon silch an inquiry ? He dared them to the assertion ; 
and protested, during the thirty years he had sat in Piarlia- 
ment, he never saw so gross an attempt to violate the in- 
herent and constitutional privileges of that house ; whether 
in respe<^ to the breach of order, or, which was of infinitely 
greater consequence, the denying that that house had a right 
of inquisitorial jurisdidlion oyer every department in the state, 
every establishment, civil, military, and criminal. 

The question was put on Lord North's amendment, and 
the house divided 5 ayes 189, noes 155. 

The debate recommenced on the main question. 
Colonel Barre moved, in the very terms of the order 6{ 
the house, " That Lord . Cornwallis be called in, and exa- 
mined respecting the subjedl matter of the papers referred to 
said committee." The Colonel said tliat the committee could 
not, without a dire£l violation of the established and incon- 
trovertible usages of Parliament, contradift, by a vote in 
committee, an order of reference made to it by the house. 

But nothing new was offered, and the house, after about 
half an hour's discussion, divided a second time; ayes 158, 
noes 180. 

Lord North said, that the house could not, consistently 
with justice and the nature of the constitution of such an as- 
sembly, hear or determine upon military matters, the proper 
cognizance of which could only be decided upon by profes- 
sional men. 

Mr. Fox disapproved of every thing urged by the noble 
Lord. He brought the- whole controversy to this issue. The 
commanders have done their duty ; they want to prove it. 
Ministers are conscious of their incapacity and guilt ; they it- 
tempt to evade j they shrink and fly from the inquiry, con- 
scious, that if gone into, it must terminate in their distnis- 
sion and consequent punishment. . 

Mr. Burke instanced a great number of particulars wh"6re 
the commanders had been blamed, .that called for xhk evi- 
dence of military men, in order to ascertain the truth,; 11 pVo'f 
the propriety of military manoeuvres of a regiment, a colrmm, 

a'detachnlrcbt^ 
7 
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a detachment, or even the manoeuvres of the whole army, 
but respefting points merely deliberative and political ; such 
as, whether it was better to attack Washington, when strongly 
posted in the Jersies ? To go up the North River, or to go 
to Pensylvania ? To push the provincials at Long Island ? 
Whether to stop farther pursuit at the White Plains, &c. ? 
These were matters, none of* which could be decided upon, 
without taking the Opinions of professional men on the spot, 
who knew the country, were informed of the nature of the 
resistance expedted to be made, and the real motives which 
gave, or did not give, the preference to the measures adopted 
on those several occasions. To stop such information, there- 
fore, by a vote of that house, was, in faft, stopping an in- 
quiry into the co^d:^ft of administration ; for, if the com- 
mander had a6led right, it followed that the measures of 
policy were diftated by weakness and ignorance, and now at- 
tempted to be covered and screened by the most shameful and 
criminal evasion and imposition. 

Sir George Tonge spoke to the order of the house, and ex- 
pressed a mixture of contempt and pity for the situation the 
noble Lord had been forced into, by venturing to stake his 
credit and charafter, in support of a set of men in office, who 
had rendered themselves utterly despicable and detested even 
by a majority of that house. 

Lord North felt Sir George's expressions very sensibly; and 
said he appealed to the house and the public for the justifica- 
tion of his condudl, and. the redlitude of his intentions. 

The question wa^ put upon Colonel Barre's motion, and 
was negatived without a division. 
April ^0. 

Order of the day to go into a committee on the judges* 
salaries. 

Sir George SavUe took the lead in the business, and having 
acquainted the house why he thought it expedient that an 
augmentation should be made to the judges' salaries [particu- 
larly those of the Englisli judges], moved, that the several 
accounts of the net salaries and perquisites of the twelve 
English judges might be read, which being done, an account 
of the annual incomes of the Welch and Scotch were also 
read. 

This brought on a debate, confined chiefly to Sir George 
Savile's motion, " That the sum of 36001. be granted to his 
Majesty, in order to enable him to augment the salaries of the 
nine puisne judges of England." 

B b 3 Mr. 
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Mr. Grenville^ after professing a sincere regard for that most 
respeftable and learned branch of the law, declared,! h was 
chiefly from the principles of public oeconomy, instilled intb 
his mind by his fijther, and his sense of the duty he owe^ hisi 
constituents, that he felt it incumbent on him ta oppose thte 
motion of his honourable friend ; this, he said, was not a time 
for such augmentation, and, as he saw no just ground for the 
application, he thought it would be very indelicate in him to 
distinguish any particular set of learned gentlemen a$ more 
worthy than the rest ; he should therefore, in the first m-?^ 
stance, vote for giving ^ general sweep to the question atiarg^, 
by moving for the chairm^ to leave the chair. Mr. Gren:* 
yille stated the salaries of the different judges as follow: 

Chief Justice of the King'? Bench, clear of £ s. d» 
all deduftions, per annum - - 4000 p 

Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, qlear of 

all deduftions, per annum - r 3Q0Q p 

Places in the gift of each (generally sold) per 

^nnum - - - - 1500 .0 

The Salaries of the Puisnq Judges, cjear mor 

ney - - . - J600 

Welch Judges, according to their abilities at . 
the Bar, and a Salary of 8001. per annum. 

Scotch Judges, quantum suff* 

A motion was then made that the chairnian do leave the 
chair. 

Mr. To^mhettd seconded Mr. Grenville, and highly com- 
mended the noble and independent spirit of that gentlemMi^ ; 
he called, it one of the bgldest parliamentary steps he ever 
knew to oppose the wishes of so many lawyers and friends of 
the law to their faces. His opinion of the impropriety of the 
propositions at this time, was the same as his friend'*, but he 
threw a new light upon the -subje^. He called upon the mi- 
nisters, if it was necessary to eiicrease the salaries of the judged, 
it ought to be dope out of the civil list, and not out of the 
public purse ; but the minister, he said, was oeconpmic, when 
any thing was asked from the civil list, as he was lavish of the 
public money. 

Sir George Tonge acknowledged his intention of voting far 
the augmentation when he came down to the house, but said 
he now really thought the reason given by the two gentleipen 
were unanswerable 5 he should, therefore, most heartily jbinr 
them in opinion, especially upon 'recolle<Stion,. that ^heMever 
^ y^cancy happetied, in cither of our courts.' at Westnrinster- 
bail, or an appointment to a Welch or Scotch judgeship, the 
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vcanvas among their friends was as eager as to an archbishop- 
vxk, which sufficiently proved that the goodness of the salaries 
f^yeas jt.kcry desirable objcil:. 

-;.: The Lord Advocate, the Attorney General, and others, 
s|ioke>in favour of the augmentations ; the question was put 
^mn to leave the chair and report progress. 
...Question to leave the chah* put, and carried in the nega- 
tive V after which the main question was put and agreed to. 
Another conversation then took place ; another motion was 
soon after made, ** That the chairman do leave the chair and 
report the resolution to the house." . Question was put, and 
the house divided. 

Tellers Mr. Grenville and Mr. Dempster; ayes 33, noes 
SO. ' 

A motion was next made, and the question put, that the 
sum of 5001. be granted to his Majesty, to enable his Majesty 
;, to augment the salary of the chief baron of the court of ex- 
chequer 5 a few members spoke in favour of this motion, beg- 
ging the house to consider that there were no places of conse- 
quence in the gift of the chief baron, as had been alledged as 
a reason for not augmenting the salaries of the two other 
chiefs J and his character, for ability, honour, and integrity! 
was well known to the house ; they, upon that ground, agreed 
that the motion was fair and reasonable, and therefore voted 
accordingly. . ' 

Another motion was then made, and the question put, 
*^ that the chairman do now leave the chair,*' and the house 
aigain divided. 

Tellers Mr. Townshend and Mr. Rice; ayes 40; noes 39. 
The following resolutions were come to by the committee : 
1st. That it is the opinion of this committee, that the sum 
of 36001. be granted to his Majesty for augmenting the sala- 
ries of the puisne judges of the court of king's bench, common- 
pleas, and barons of exchequer, being after the rate of 4001. 
per* annum to each. 

2d. That it is the opinion of this committee, that the sum 
of 5001. be granted to his Majesty, as an augmentation of the 
salary of the chief baron of the court of exchequer. 
Adjourned to May 3. 

May 3. 

This day, as soon as the private business was over,. Colonel 

Barrc repeated his motion of April 29> which, he observed, 

had been pegatived without a division. It was conceived in 

the terms: of the ord r of the housd» made* before the Easj^er 

\. ' B b 4i recess, 



«?6 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1779- 

recess, for a message to be sent to the House of Lords,' dfe* 
siring that tfc^t house would give leave to Earl Comwallis, one 
pf their members, to attend a comaaittee appointed to take 
into consideration the subjeft matter of the American papers. 
In consequence of this order, he said, his Lordship had, with 
the consent of the house of which he was a member, com* 
plied with that order. He was in waiting the last day 
the committee sat; but as soon as the committee was 
formed, a motion was made by a noble Lord over the way 
[Lord Nugent], that the chairman do leave the chair, which, 
m faft, went to a direft dissolution of the committee, and 
was, of course, an avowed declaration on the part of the 
»oMe Lord, that no such inquiry ought to be farther proceeded 
ppon. This was open and explicit, on the part of the noble 
Lord, so far as it referred to the nature and. objedt of the 
inquiry itself. 

Another noble Lord, who meant exaftly the same things 
but who had not the courage to avow it, pretended to dis*. 
agree with his noble friend. *^ No," says the noble Lord in 
the blue ribbon, *^ I will not second the noble Lord who has 
moved for the dissolution pf the committee ; we ought to 
have an inquiry, there ought to be an inquiry mtb the con-^ 
du6t of ministers, but it shall be on a specific charge, and no 
evidence shall be received respecting military matters ;" that 
is, you may inquire into any thing but the subjedl: matter 
of the papers ; the papers, so far as they apply to the condufH: 
of the war, solely respect military matters — the committee 
may, however, proceed upon any subje<Sl they please, but 
what they were expressly convened to inquire into. 

Having shewn what he called the fallacy and absurdity 
of such language, he entered into a short narrative of what 
passed in the committee the last night, and shewed, by ar* 
giiments such as these, the noble Lord had been able to de- 
feat the inquiry much more successfully than if he had sup- 
ported his noble friend in his motion for the chairman's leav- 
ing the chair. 

He did not mean to enter into a discussion, how far the 
noble Lord's arguments were or were not justifiable ; the 
objcc^t of liis intended motion was merely to support the order 
cf proceeding. The order, as above stated, was for the at- 
tcndaricc of Lord Cornwaliis ; when this order came to be 
carried into execution, the committee refused to obey what 
the house had previously determined. He did not, it was 
|.ruc, take the sense of the houi;c regularly by dividing it ; but 

from 
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ticom the fate of the two other questions, which amounted in 
substance and cS^cQ: to the same thing, and from the general 
(^^ dvideot complexion of the house, he avoided a division to 
prevent unnecessary trouble. It was then a very late hour ; 
the committee was fatigued j the question had been artfully 
entangled, and buried in subtilty and extraneous matter, &c. 
He could,, therefore, easily make allowances for honourable 
gentlemen being misled into a resolution, to which they 
.would not have consented in a cooler moment, after having 
time to reflect. The dignity of the house, the order and 
rule of its proceedings, and its credit and reputation without 
doors, were the motives for his present trouble. Every in- 
dividual member of that house, the house itself, and the 
public at large, were essentially concerned in the question. 
He therefore begged leave to move, " That Lord Cornwallis 
be called in and examined, touching the subje<3: matter of 
the papers on the table, respecting the conduft of the Ame- 
rican war." 

Mr. Dunning seconded the motion, who said he had not 
been present at the former debate, in which the motion now 
made by his honourable friend had received a negative. It 
would be therefore understood that he did not rise to speak 
to the merits of the question, but merely to the point of order. 
It might be competent to the noble Lord to move an amend- 
ment to the motion as first proposed, or it might not ; it 
might be very proper to prevent witnesses to be heard respeft* 
ing military points ; but, being absent on particular business, 
it was not fit for him to presume to determine one way or 
the other ; h^ only rose to the point bf order, and he should 
not offer a single syllable respecting the propriety or impro- 
priety of receiving military evidence, till, by rescinding the 
resolution come to in the committee, he should make his way 
fairly. to the main question. 

In the beginning of April, the house, in the exercise of 
its authority, ordered, on the necessary conditions usual on 
such occasions, that Lord Cornwallis do attend, in order 
to be examined touching the subjeft matter of the papers 
then lying on the table. The papers are accordingly read, 
and when a motion is made for calling in the noble Lord, 
the committee says, ^*No: it is true we have been ap- 
pointed by a power competent to direft and controul our 
{MTOceedings, but we will not obey j we will not examine 
liord Cornwallis." 

The 
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nt Ifta^^^fbihtt^Aiaxkre^^^ luiiuelwal'calledt^Mm^fib 

decide war simply this : Shall the house contionl aoA diniSkm 
cbninktee j[{ypoiftt<k[ by hEUS^^cff^^ta&Aetmmtiit^ 
toAffirisA^dK'hcmie.?' ; --•■ — ' » • ■•:' ..' v- .= •- ^z -• -*■■ ^■ 
KHHe^hopdd he* had jititted the matter ftb-lybef^ 
dowd 3 iMrew'^ he recommended tp the himse ti^«erio«Aly : 
ecriirider 'wfaafcvbidd be^the cmscqaencetiamif^^ii^^ 
ttcthe'iiiotxm proposed 1^ 

. fiion nothing, short of a to^subvernon aJF-die kwtiimm* 
^mptAy 8Q &# as it respeAed die proceedings of thnthma^'aiid . 
ikho^ intv^dofiioa ccmsequendy of 'disorder and doiinUott^ • ^ 
3 n 7litnrd Nortir nAd^ as to the point of wder, henna apporendf 
3ltn pnspared- to spedc, W his argiimez^ 
indttoes of tlu;. whole hotiu^and^uie hoose itself^ imrt^btmt 
ionJsAoiotms and their; powers eoesttenri^; p that^iai reslitf 
4iffrdi£brence ' between, the orders of one aivl the residutiou ' 
o^^tho other, sabstantisiUyimpOTted the same diing*-!Th^ 
ilnM^ «o questions of. importance^ equally well- atteMed y tik 
^$fibreilc^' in his sqypidliension, was iittlemorethanj'vii^thiftr 
^tibfi'^xbtkerwas in the dxair^ or whethor on^ of ^thb^Mtia- 
flM^ presided' fro tempore in his^phoe. Ai^ to the poiat^df 
oMier, therefore, which was the cmly objefHon stated bji the 
rfabiiiduFable gentleman who made the motion, or his karned 
{fnend who rose to second it, he heard nothing urged suf-. 
ficient to induce the house to rescind or contradift the'resolii« ^ 
tion of the committee. 

The learned gentleman who spoke last acknowledged io 
had not been present at the preceeding debate ; it might be 
the case of several other honourable members ; he would, with 
the consent of the house, state the transaftions of that even- 
ing ; for, in faft, though the motion made by the honoura- 
,tie gentleman professed nothing more than the restoration 
of the order of proceeding^of that house, the event would in-. 
Volve in it a question of the first importance. 

The ordcf for the attendance of Lord ComwallS was the. 
point from which the mistake originated- It was worded in 
the customary manner, by way of message to the other house, 
which prescribes the terms in which the message ought to be 
worded, wherein the reason and objeft of the application 
must be set forth ; first, that the other house may be in- 
formed of the matter to which one of their body is to be 
examined, in order to judge of the propriety of the request ; 
secondly, that in case the 'house should give leave, the noble 
.- . Lord 
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Lord irhoae attendance is called for, may be at liberty to 
-^tiend or refuse; 

1 This was the original cause of the present embarrassment; 
the other witnesses ordered to attend had a common order of 
attendance served upon them ; which plainly shewed^ that 
the house made no specific order to examine Lord (Corn- 
wallis to the subjedt matter of the -papers, farther than they 
were obliged to comply with the forms of commimicatioii, 
established on such occasions between both houses. 

Having laid down this, as the basis of his future argur 
ments, his X^ordship proceeded to shew the impropriety of 
examining witnesses to military points. The objedl of the 
inquiry, at least the professed* one, was to inquire into the 
conduft of two military commanders of high rank and 
great reputation. Papers respecting the condudi of another 
military commander [General Burgoyne] were likewise mo^ 
ed and ordered, and, he thought, very improperly, because 
that gentleman was at present in a situation which prevented, 
in his opinion, any inquiry into his conduct; for if ce^stt- 
rable, he must be acquitted ; nor indeed could he be brought 
before any military tribunal whatever, till freed or released 
from the terms imposed upon him by the convention of Sa- 
ratoga. But to return. The honourable general entrusted with 
the command in chief in America moved for and instituted 
the inquiry himself ; he moved for the attendance of certaili 
witnesses. Without debating the point at present, as, to the 
competency of the house to inquire into military matters, he 
should only observe, that the evidence must be ex parte^ and 
could never be deemed by any rule of reason, common sense, 
or regular proceeding, sufficiently full and conclusive to ac- 
quit the honourable general. It might furnish a good ground 
for belief or persuasion, but from the nature of the evidence, 
as well as the manner it would be delivered, no man in that 
house, or without doors, could lay any other stress or give it 
an higher degree of credit, than what ex parte evidence was 
entitled to in the first instance, and what testimony, not de- 
livered upon oath, was entitled to in the second. So that 
taking the competency of the house, as a ground of pro- 
ceeding perfectly applicable to the subjeft matter of the in- 
quiry, such evidence as that described could not operate jto 
the* conviction of any man. If the honourable general should 
be censured by a vote of that house (whicb> he hoped, would 
not be the case) it would not change a single opinion enter- 
tained by those who at present think favourably of his 
• conduft;. 
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conduft ; should he be, on the contrary, honourably acquitted, 
every person (he believed they were very few) would retain 
their former sentiments ; taking the event of the inquiry^ 
therefore, either way, he saw no possible good such a pro- 
ceeding could answer. 

For his part, he thought, and believed he ever should, that 
that house was a very improper place in which to have the 
conduft of military men inquired into. " When occasion made 
it necessary to examine how far military men had or had not 
performed their duty, he looked upon a court martial to be 
the only tribunal where the party accused could procure sub- 
stantial reparation for his injured honour ; and where, in 
case of failure and negleft, the justice of the nation could be 
legally or constitutionally satisfied : there, and there only, thjc 
nation or the injured officer could obtain or regularly seek 
such legal and substantial justice. 

If, on the other hand, under the appearance of inquiring 
Itito the c6ndu£l of military officers, it was intended to bring 
charges of negleft or incapacity against ministers, it was in 
his opinion a very unfair mode of proceeding. — ^The honour- 
able general, as far as that house were competent to deter- 
mine, had justified his conduft by the correspondence on the 
table. The house were almost unanimous in tiiat respeft. — 
If a few individuals entertained different sentiments, those 
sentiments were precluded by a very great majority, who 
declared themselves perfe<£lly pleased with his services. But 
he had no right to presume there were any of that descrip- 
tion ; because no accusation had been made, not a single 
charge specified. What then were or could be the motiVes 
for urging the present inquiry, unless the objedl was ulti- 
mately intended against ministers ? — But as yet no man had 
avowed that. 

If any such intention was in contemplation, he had a right 
to say, he was ignorant of it, because no one person had de- 
clared that he meant to do so. He allowed, that the house 
was competent to inquire into the conduct of ministers. It 
had an inquisitorial power ; they had a right to inquire into, 
to censure, but not to pimish ; so far he was ready to acknow- 
ledire 'n but he trusted their condu(5l was not to be decided 
upon by the evidence of military men : he believed it was 
not, wlicn iliat evidence was professedly given on military 
measures, which they neither planned or executed. 

If, however, any specific accusation was made against mi- 
nisters, ns one of liis Majesty's confidential servants, he was 
ready that instant to have witnesses called to the bar, provided 

the 
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the matter on which the witness was to be examined was 
previously stated, and was such as direftly and specifically 
pointed to any one particular measure of administration. 

On the whole, he concluded that the established order and 
rule of proceeding of that house had not been violated; 
that if even the committee had exceeded their powers, which 
he was convinced they had not, it was to prevent an incon^-. 
veniency of much greater mischief and extent 5 and, that such 
being his sentiments, in every point of view the question pre- 
sented itself to him, he must adhere to bis former opinion, 
and of course meet the honourable gentleman's motion with 
a direft negative. 

Right Hon. T. STowi^/j-Afwrfrepliedvery fully to the noblcLord, 
^aid, he was astonished at his total want of memory. Was 
the noble Lord asleep on evexy occasion in that house, when 
the most direft and specific accusations were made against the 
honourable general, and his noble brother the vice admiral ? 
Was his Lordship asleep, when the noble Lord commanding 
the squadron in America was impliedly censured by an ho- 
nourable friend of his [Governor Johnstone] for returning to 
New York, with an equal force, and thereby permitting 
D'Estaing to escape from him into Boston ? Did the noble 
Lord forget the direft charges, imade by the same honourable 
gentleman against the commander in chief, for going to th^ 
Southward, instead of favouring another general's operations 
from Canada ? Did the noble Lord not hear the Very last 
night, a learned gentleman near him, high in his Lordship's 
.confidence [Lord Advocate of Scotland], avow his former 
sentiments, respefting the general's retreat from the Jersies^ 
and his going to sea instead of forcing his way to Philadel* 
phia by land ? In short, was there hardly a debate in that 
house of any consequence during the session, in which some 
direft or implied censure had not been passed on the ho- 
nourable general or Ihs noble brother ? 

What then could the noble Lord mean ? Was he in earnest 
when he made such assertions i or did his Lordship and the 
other noble Lord near him, the American secretary, intend to 
shield themselves from the consequences of their ovm mis- 
carriages and incapacity, under general loose expressions of 
approbation of the condu<^ of the honourable general, while 
they were secretly endeavouring to whisper away his reputa,- 
tion, and to represent him and the other honourable general 
as the real authors of all our present national distress, and of 
the loss of America ? Were not the runners of administrajtlg^. 
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their tools and emissaries, in that house and but of it, constaitf-' 
ly employed in this dirty, treacherous and insidious occupiition? 

Were not a whole legion of newspaper writers and pam-i 
phleteers in constant ministerial pay, for the effecting this base 
and assassinate purpose ? For his part, there was not a week 
but some scurrilous pamphlet, composed of a mixture of plau- 
sible reasoning, pompous expressions, misrepresentations, and 
artful inveftives against the condu£l of the commander in 
chief, was left at his house. 

The' authors were known, and wpre known to be under the 
wing of government ; paid and caressed, placed and pension- 
ed by them ; one, in particular, no less distinguished for his 
spirit of adventure, than his various services, he meant a 
worthy northern baronet, who occasionally afted iii the cha- 
racter of judge,^istorian, pamphleteer, and recruiting officer. 
Such were t^e men, such were the means, employed to bkit 
the charafter of great and meritorious. officers;— such were 
the afFeifted language and insidious arts of administration* 
They basely endeavoured to effeft in private, what they dare 
not own in public. They heaped commendations in that 
|iouse on the honourable commander in chief, while they ex- 
erted every effort, by indireft means, to disrobe him of his ho- 
nour and reputation out of it ; and permitted daily, without 
contradiftion, or even pretending to support their own opini- 
ons, accusations to be made against him, in the face of the 
nation. 

After putting these several fafts in various points of view, 
and concluding, that the inquiry ought for these reasons to be 
proceeded upon, he spoke a few words to the point of order, in 
which he laid it down as a clear indisputable rule of proceed- 
ing in that house, that a committee was always boiind by the 
order of reference made to it ; otherwise there would be two 
contradiftory powers and clashing jurisdiftions in the same 
body, a do6trine too absurd and monstrous to be heard with 
patience, or listened to. A great part of the business of that 
house was transa<Sted by committees, particularly by com- 
mitters of the whole house ; if, therefore, it should be adopt- 
ed as parliamentary law, that what the house entertaih*e4 in 
one instance and referred to a committee, was so far controul- 
able by that committee, as that the latter had an option to 
disobey the order .of reference, all business would be at an 
end ; and as often as circumstances afforded a pretence, the 
proceedings of that house would be involved in endless con- 
fusion and contests with itself. He spoke to several other 
particulars j and begged before he sat down, that the house 

would 
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would seriously refleft and consider how fatal it might prove, 
if it did not preserve- a proper controul over its several con- 
stituent parts. He observed besides, that it would be tt:eating 
the other house with contempt, to send a message for leave 
to examine one of its members, to the subjeft matter of cer- 
tain papers then before a committee, and for the consent of 
the member himself, and yet, after both requests were granted, 
refuse to hear him. 

Sir Grey Cooper spoke to the question of order. He con- 
tended that the order of the house and the sense of the com- 
mittee, were by no means incompatible with each other, or 
contradiftory \ that the committee was still in being, and had 
reported nothing ; that it might report its reasons to the 
house, why Lord Cornwallis could not be examined ; and 
that consequently, either in point of form or jsubstance, the 
committee had not exceeded its powers. 

Earl Nugent, declared himself in favour of the proceedings 
of the committee. He never heard, till upon the present 
occasion and the other night, that a committee was bound to 
literally obey the order of the house, or to report, if they did 
• not think proper. His memory did not at present help him 
to any particular instance to support his opinion ; but if the 
Journals were searched, he made no doubt but a great num- 
ber of precedents would be found in support of his doftrine. 
He recurred to his arguments of the preceding Thursday ; 
said that matters of great consequence were yet to be brought 
into Parliament j that the attention of ministers would be 
drawn not only from them, by dist rafting it with such a va- 
riety of objedls, but that the vciy being and preservation of 
the nation, from the hostile attacks of a powerful foreign foe^ 
must be neglefted, while the whole time of ministers was 
spent in that house, upon a fruitless inquiry 5 which, let jt 
terminate as it might, could answer no other purpose, but 
that of laying the foundation of greater embarrassments, and 
the giving a superiority to our enemies, which they were im- 
able to obtain by any other means. He sincerely believcdi 
there was not a single person in that house who wished any 
such thing ; nor one who saw the proceeding upon the pr^ 
sent inquiry in the light that he did, who would join with 
him in a vote for its dissolution. Besides, though the particur 
lars mentioned by an honourable gentleman who spoke lately 
[Mr. T. Townshend] had been exaftly as stated, he never 
could be persuaded that the particular feelings of any man 
or men, for their personal honour, afforded ground sufficient 
for risquing the safety of the state^ to the gratification of 

those 
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those feelings, be their rank,- charadler, or public stations 
ever so respe6Vable. He was always against inquiries, as 
long as he knew any thing of Parliament ; he was frequently 
a witness to their baleful and pernicious effects. He was 
against the late inquiry into the condudl of his honour- 
able friend, the admiral of the blue [Mr. Keppel]. He was 
against the inquiry into the condudt of the noble Lord, the 
vice-admiral, and the honourable commander ; and so much 
so, that he would sooner, if the matter came fairly to be 
weighed, between the interest and honour of the nation and 
the interests and honour of his old and intimate friend, the 
admiral of the blue, sooner consent to have his feelings hurt,* 
than hazard the most essential interests, perhaps risque the 
fate of tliis country, in order to have them satisfied. 

Mr. Fox answered that part of the noble Lord's speech 
which rested the impropriety of the present inquiry upon 
the supposed interruption it would give his Majesty's confiden- 
tial servants, in planning and executing measures for the gopd 
of their country. He believed that the noble Lord, and 
every other person in that house who had the honour or inte- 
rest of his country at heart, were perfeftly cpnvinced that 
they had very strong and cogent reasons to lament that the 
' present ministers had ever planned or ever executed. It would 
have been a most fortunate circumstance for the nation, that 
the noble Lord in the blue ribbon, and the noble American 
secretary near him, had been in the situation supposed by hi$ 
honourable friend j that they were asleep in that house or 
out of it, the day one or both of them planned this accursed 
American war ; that they had been embarrassed with debates 
in that house, while they were deliberating upon measures of 
ruin, folly, and national disgrace. He believed in his con- 
science, that it would have been happy for their country that 
they had never been born. 

, But surely, the noble Lord is not serious in the motives \\6 
has assigned for putting a stop to the present inquiry ? Uoes 
his Lordship pretend to believe or foretcl, should the present 
inquiry go on, that ministers will be less indolent, less inca- 
pable, or regardless of the public conc.Tns. His Lordship is 
better informed ; experience has loivj^ nir)ce convinced him of 
the contrary. He secretly smiles, v/hcn he tr,iks in this stm:*:. 
The reasoning built on such a suppo.sitiMij is indeed highly 
laughable, and can make no impression on those who hear the 
noble Lord rise in that house and gravely urge such an argu-» 
ment,but toexcitesentimcntsof mirth and good humour 5 for in- 
stead of being in town, when cfledive measure;^; dirsftedtd vigo- 
rous 



A. 1779. DEBATES- 385 

rous exertions, and a proper eoiployment of our naticmal 
strength and resources, ought to steadily engage their atten* 
tion, the two noble Lords and the rest of their brethern in the 
cabinet will fly from their fatigues of tliis office ; they will be 
amusing themseh^es at their country seats, for weeks^ perhaps 
months together j and the great business of the nation will be 
left to the care of a few clerks in office; or if they should, in 
their respcAive retreats, turn their attention at all to public 
affairs, it will be only to devise means, not for the defeat of 
their enemies, but to defeat inquiries into their blunders, inca- 
pacity, and neglect in'Parliament. The last summer. In particu- 
lar, when the very fate of this country was at stake, when we 
were threatened with an invasion, he was well informed, that, 
for weeks together, there was not a single cabinet minister so 
near town as fifty miles; but, if they had been nearer, was it 
not preposterous and ridiculous, and impossible to suppose that 
persons who were to consult, deliberate, and determine by 
common consent only, could consult, deliberate, and advise 
their Sovereign, when they were thus separate ? If any man 
could suppose that any good could proceed from such counsels, 
he pitied him, if he was sincere 5 if not, he would forbear to 
give his opinion of the principles of such a man. 

He then stated the necessity there was for going into an 
inquiry. The noble Lord in the blue ribbon had repeatedly 
staked himself to that house on the issue of the American war. 
He had called for a large fleet and numerous army ; they 
were granted ; but America was lost, twenty-five thousand 
lives had been thrown away, and upwards ox thirty millions 
of money had been expended. But, to come dire Aly to a later 
period, the other noble Lord at the liead of the American 
department, when he came into office, had specially pledged 
himself to that house, not merely to a general promise of suc- 
cess, but afterwards, in different stages of the business, point- 
ed out the means. Such an army under Sir William Howe \ 
such an army under General Burgoyne, from Canada, to co- 
operate with the grand; the people in the colonies were 
loyally disposed ; Washington could not recruit ; he had 
offered thirty pounds a man, but he could procure none to 
enlist even upon such exorbitant terms. Sir Guy Carleton 
would liave a force under his command sufficient to protect 
and defend the province of Quebec ; and afterwards the ex- 
pedition down the North River would consist of a clioscn 
corps of veterans of 12,000 effective men ; besides the great 
advantages which would be derived from the assistance and 
friendship of the Indian^ in the neighbourhood of his in- 

VoL. XL C c tended 
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tended route. When questioned upon the great line of pub- 
lic measures, (having declared his intentipn to breathe a dif- 
ferent spirit into those which prevailed 'tf^icn he Mras called 
into his Majesty's councils,) what force he meant to employ ? 
his answer was, " Whatever force the General thinks may be 
adequate." After ^he first campaign, when asked what ap- 
pearances of success there were ? his Lordship answered, 
" Every appearance of a successful and decisive campaign." 
Now, if neither the force was adequate, and his Lordship 
knew that he could not expeft a successful campaign, it will 
follow that he not only deceived the General and concealed 
his sentiments, but, by so doing, he a£ted a most criminal 
part, and is responsible to that house and the nation, for 
all the blood and treasure we have already spent and thrown 
away. What is one of the objefts of this inquiry ? To hear 
the evidence of men on the spot, in high command j to 
shew, in the first instance, that the General was not culpa-* 
ble, because his force was not adequate, and that the noble 
Lord deceived the house, because, when he told them that 
he had every prospedt of a successful campaign, he had a 
letter in his pocket from the General, telling him, " that 
no successful campaign, nor an end to the war, could be ex- 
pefted, unless the noble Lord sent out a very considerable re- 
inforcement to his assistance," which reinforcement, at the 
time he promised a successful and decisive campaign/ he was 
predetermined not to send. 

The evidence contained in the papers went dire6lly to those 
fadls. The noble Lord's correspondence shewed that he 
entertained opinions diametrically opposite to those stated 
in the General's letter. How then was it possible to come 
at the truth, without examining those who were in high com- 
mand, and were present on the spot ? The testimony of Lord 
Cornwallis was necessary to prove the truth or fallacy of those 
contradictory assertions. He could describe the country, the 
obstruftions and difficulties the commander in chief had to 
contend with. In fa6l, he and his brother officers, so far as 
their testimony applied to the force requisite to insure a suc- 
cessful campaign, were competent, and the only proper evi- 
dence to determine the opinion of the house on the measures 
of ministers, and the means they furnished for carrying them 
into execution, and of the possibility or impossibility of exe- 
cuting them. 

General Burgoymj in answer to the two noble Lords [Nugent 
and North], who spoke on the other side, entered into a detail 
of the inquisitorial powers vested in that house. 

The 
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.,i The noble Xord in the blue ribbon had acknowledged tbaj^ 
the house was competent to inquire into certain points and 
•for certain purposes ; ' that is, had a right to inquire into the 
cpnduA of ministers, but not of military men ^ of measures 
i^ state, but not of their execution. 

_ ^ -This acknowledgment, in his apprehension, amounted to 
jiist nothing ; for, if the end of the inquiry presented a com- 
plex object, respe^ing measiures of state and measures o£ ex- 
ecution, either of which it was impossible to judge of, but 
llirough the medium of the other ; then the conclusion was 
demonstrably clear, that the conduA of ministers could not 
be decided upon, without knowing how far their military 
plans had b Jcn well or ill executed ; nor, vice versa, could 
those plans be judged of, without being first informed how far 
their plans had or had not been practicable. This was the 
light the matter struck him in, nor did he see how it was pos- 

. sible to avoid the alternative ; consequently the noble Lord's 
argument, taken as relative to one great transadlion, was a 

■ substantial negative upon the whole of any furtlier proceeding 
in an inquiry into the condudl of ministers and generals -, and 
his acknowledgment of an inherent inquisitorial power being 
vested in that house, amounted to the acknowledgment of a 

. power which was never to be exercised ; or, if exercised, 
could not be dire£ted to any substantial purpose *, because, if 
the house had no right to call for the necessary proofs, on 
which only it could determine, it was all as one as saying 

. that it should not determine. 

- The otlier noble Lord [Nugent], had been more fair and 
<^n ^ his Lordship denied that any such inherent power exist- 
ed 5 he avowed dircftly, that tlie house had no right to in- 

. quire into military matters, to effect a civil purpose, or imy 
purpose i and pushed his argument still farther upon the prin- 
ciple thus avowed; for when, by referring to former inquiries, 
lie seemed to allow that they were founded in precedents, he 
drew an argument from the implied fa6t against the pro- 
priety of exercising such a power. His Lordship said, he 
never knew any benefit derived from inquiries, as long. as. he 
had sat in Parliament ; they might be producSUve of great mis- 

i chief, they could be productive of no good. 

The question, so far as those arguments applied to parlia- 
znentary inquiries, was this : has such an inquisitorial power 
existed coeval with the constitution ? 

:. To prove that such a power was vested in the House of Cpm- 
j^fKHis,.-!^ begged leave to state to the committee a icyr in- 
stances in support Qt his doCbrinc^ from the records on tix^ 
■ Cc 2 '' - table 
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jtablii tW journals "^f that hotts^. - He should not go into 
Tfeinote periods- of biir histoJry, to shew that his do^brine 
W^ well-fbunded. 

He believed there had not been a f^ngk Parliament^ since 
thii reign of Queen Elizaberfi, in which some such power 9s 
ttat now contended for by him, had not been exercised, in 
Vbmc shape or other. It was frequently exercised dvifing th^ 
\irigns of the Stuarts, particularly in that of Charles; the Se* 
tond. The pensioned Parliament of that prince had> in thje 
year 1667, inquired into the miscarriage of the Dutch war, 
the burning of our fleet at Chatham, and the cause why the 
viftory obtained by the Duke of York, afterwards James the 
Second, was not more complete and decisive. 

Early in King William's reign, before that prince wa« 
seated firmly on the throne, an address to the crown was pjne^- 
sented, in order to inquire into the causes of the defeat . of 
the English fleet under Lord Torrington, at Beachy-head. 

Iti a few years after, an inquiry was set on foost, relative 
|6 the condudl of the? war in Ireland* 

' Even after the glorious victory gained at La Hogue^ by 
which the marine power of France ^vas broken, an inquiry 
was ordered to be made into the behaviour of some of the 
officers in that adHon. 

*" In Queen Ann's reign, the affair at Malaga and the conduA 
bf the vrar in Spain, were made the subjefts of inquiry. 
'- The same spirit prevailed in that house, relative to the 
miscarriage in the Mediterranean, in the year 1743, under 
the command of Mathews and Lestock ; and such was the 
-iS^^ise'of the inquisitorial powers of that hous^ in relation 
^o-the tondudt of the late Admiral Byng. - , 

^.^'Evfery* one of thes6 wjgre military inquiries, properly: so 
"^felfed *, aftd were likewise •applicable to the oooidiiA of Tini- 
tt|itciisi ■ ■ '■,... 

^' ^ If then the inquiisitorial power of that house ^ras unde- 
hiably proved by the precedents referred to^ no doubt ,wjbat- 
^er could arise, but twO : first, whether it was proper to fCX- 
"tJrcisc It in the present instance ? secondly, whether jt; was 
prdper to use it in any instance ? 

-' The noble Lord in the blue ribbon was of opinion,^ that 
it was not, so far as it respedted military points; the^Otlvfi* 
Tibbie Lord was of opinion that no Inquiry should bei haU in 
'that house, which \\^s at all relative or connected inithr^mr- 
^lit^ mtitter?. •> .-jiuj 

'"f Haivii^^ jkV)ved' th^^he heim hiidl the. power. ^otfte^iied 
^^&}r, he obsdrved that dxeit Wris only ofte question more to 

be 
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be decided, and that was the question before the house. 
Has this been an improper power, improperly exercised ?.aiid 
as such, shall we from this day foward divest ourselves of 
it ? If it- should be the opinion of the house that it was, 
all argument was at an end ; or is there any circumstance 
'moved in the present inauiry, which may take it out of the 
general rule, and make it an exception ? He believed, txr 
cept the noble Lotd who spoke last [Earl Nugent], there 
was not a person in the house who would contend for the 
first $ and as to the second, he had not heard a single argu- 
ment to shew that a suspension of this inquisitorial pawer 
ought to be adopted on the present occasion. 

Here he begged leave to enter into an . examination of the 
catisc and objeft of the -present inquiry, so far as it af- 
fe<^led himself, or might affeft the noble Lord at the head of 
the American department. 

That noble Lord had planned an expedition from Canada, 
in order to favour and co-operate with the grand army under 
Sir W. Howe. The execution of that plan fell to his share. 
Being called upon for a plan, he delivered one to the noble Lord. 
His Lordship, after considering it for some time, returned it ; 
•and struck out the discretionary power he reserved, to aA as 
times and circumstances might require. The force proposed by 
him was considerably reduced when he received his plan ; and, 
reduced as it was, he never had above two-thirds of the 
force promised by the noble Lord, under his command, and 
the discretionary power being struck out of it, the instruc- 
tions were peremptory to make his way to Albany^ 

Under this plan he a£led, because he thought it was his 
duty to obey, and proceeded to carry it into execution. The 
consequetice of which was, after encountering a great num* 
ber of di£[iculties, arising from his force being inadequate, he 
was at last compelled to surrender to the enemy at Saratoga. 

How then did the matter rest between him and the noble 
Lord ? The noble Lord contends that he did not ad un** 
der peremptory orders -, that his force was adequate to the 
service he was to perform ; and that consequently the mis- 
carriage lay at his door. This was a fair state of the ques- 
tion, he believed, and was a very proper matter for the 
h6use to determine upon. 

If the present committee was dissolved, is it not pla^n 
that ministers shrink from the inquiry? The. only pre- 
tence or colour they urge is, the commander in chiej^'s 
^Sia* William Howe] conduA cannot be the subjed of 
' •/ ■ Cc 3- ■ amy 
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any inquiry in this house^ because there is no accusafipn. 
n^de against him j though the house was competent tp.iri- _ 
quire, his own conduft cannot be inquired into, because he' 
cannot be tried till released from his military engagements to" 
the rebel Congress ; and when he shall be freed from that 
engagement, a military tribunal, not that house, will be the 
proper place to have his conduft inquired into ; for, if he 
should be found blameable, it is only a court-martial that 
can pass any censure or inflift any punishment upon him. 

He denied every one of the premises. The commander 
in chief, as well as himself, had been accused both within 
and without that house. He had been most unjustly and 
cruelly accused by a learned gentleman [Lord Advocate of 
Scotland], over the way, the last night the committee sat.' 
The noble Lord in the blue ribbon said, the only purpose 
the committee could sit for, would be to hear accusations 
^^ainst ministers ; none had been made, consequently the 
committee, for the reasons assigned before, could sit to no 
t)urpose. He denied it : ministers, if they reftised to pro- 
ceed, were accused. 

He was accused by the learned gentleman with the loss of 
an army ; he demanded justice ; and, he trusted, would ob- 
tain it from that house and his country. 

He was criminated in the face of the nation ; and he de- 
manded and in treated the justice of the house, that, thus 
publicly accused, he might be permitted to exculpate him- 
self. If the noble Lord, or ministers in general, called for 
specific cliarges against themselves, they would find them coup- 
led with the justiii cation of his conduft. He was entrusted 
with the execution of a measure •, he failed in the execution. 
His justification was, that the force was inadequate to what was 
necessary. The blame, as it had been often repeated in that 
house, must lie somewhere. If he proved that he afted under 
peremptory orders, and that he had done everything to execute 
them in his power 5 that the plan was impracticable in itself, for 
want of the co-operation of the commander in chief, which 
was understood to form a p^rt of it ; or, if prafticable, tliat 
the force was inadequate j it would then rest with the noble 
Lord at the head of the American department, and those 
who, by their counsels, gave birth to the measure, to exculpate 
themselves. '^I'hese considerations contained every thing ner- 
ccssary to justify an inquiry, and if ministers shunned or 
. shrunk from it, the dedudtion was equal to the evidence .aris- 
ing from mathematical demonstration, that they* were coh- 

scious 
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scious of their own guilt or incapacity. He wished, there- 
fore, before he sat down, to impress this material and ini- 
portant consideration on the house, that he was earnestly 
desirous of haying an opportunity to justify himself, which, 
if he should be so happy to do, it would involve in it ground 
sufficient to inquire into the motives of their conduft. He 
did not, however, stand forth as an accuser ; he wished to 
prove his own innocence ; let ministers then look forward to 
the inference, and see how far it behoved them to account 
to that house and the public for the loss of the northern 
army. 

Lord George Germain denied that he had ever accused the 
honourable General, either in that assembly or out of it, 
with the failure of the expedition; but since the honour- 
able gentleman had provoked an inquiry, he had no manner 
of obje£^tion ; and hoped to be able to prove the contrary of 
what had been asserted, to the satisfaction of that house and 
the public, he meant, when the honourable gentleman should 
be amenable to a military tribunal. 

An honourable gentleman who spoke lately with great 
energy, and with his usual ability [Mr. Fox], said, that he had 
withdrawn his conjfidence from the commander in chief long 
before his resignation ; that he should say in that house, 
tliat the force sent to America would be adequate to the ser- 
vice, and that he had deceived that house by promising a 
successful issue to the ensuing campaign. He always spoke 
with great caution when he rose j he often declined to speak, 
but was strongly urged by his feelings when he did rise : 
there were some situations in which it would be neither wise 
nor prudent to remain silent. Such he loclicd upon the 
present moment to be. He did not merely rise to answer the 
honourable gentleman's speech, the fadls he should particu- 
larly speak to having been urged in the narrative of the com- 
mander in chief the first day the committee met. 

He trusted that, without oftence, he might answer such 
of them as particularly related to himself. Whatever he 
said in Parliament, respe£ting his hopes of success, he was 
well warranted to say. by the honourable commander's own 
letters, copies of which were on the table. He had given 
him the strongest hopes of success previous to the surprise 
of the cantonment at Trenton. It was true that, after the 
affair at White Plains, when the rebel army was all one 
as annihilated, he demanded a large reinforcement, fifteen 
or twenty thousand men ^ but for his part, against an ene- 

C c 4 my 
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my tLyittg on every side, scarcely a battalion in any one body, 
and at the head of a yi^lorious well-disciplined army, com- 
bined with the information of persons well informed on the 
spot, and on his own judgment, he thought then, and now, 
that such a requisition on -the part of the commander in 
chief ought not to be complied with ; and to shew that his 
opinion was not peculiar to him and the rest of his Ma- 
jesty's servants, it was well known that, at the very period al- 
luded to, such was the low, desperate state of the rebels, that 
tliey secretly sent a deputation of three persons to the Gene- 
ral, to inform him that they had consulted the Congress on 
the occasion, who had consented to permit them to receive 
the King's troops into Philadelphia. This circumstance 
was, he begged leave to say, a very strong one in support of 
his opinion; for, if the General, in the tide of success which 
run so strongly in his favour, had followed his advantages 
oropeiiy up, by crossing the Delaware, and had possessed 
himself of the province of Pennsylvania, which at that time 
would have been the consequence of the possession of Phila- 
delphia, he thought both now and then, that he was well 
warranted and justified in assuring that house, that we hsld 
a fair prospeA of a successful campaign, and of the happy 
termination of the, War in the course of it. But all our 
hopes were blasted by that imhappy affair at^Trenton ; and 
that eyent began, in the first instance, what the surrender at 
Saratoga fatally completed in the last. 

At the commencement of the camp^gn alluded to, that 
of 1777, it was impossible to send the reinforcement de- 
sired. Not prepared ; the time was too short. But suppo- 
sing that the force was inadequate to effeft the purposes of 
putting an end to the rebellion in one campaign,, it was not 
inadequate to every purpose 5 at least ministers had a right 
to think and say so. After marching up tP Washington's 
entrenchments, and abandoning every measure for com- 
pelling him to leave that strong position, a month was 
lost by that unsuccessful attempt, and returning to New- 
York. The npxt step taken by the General was to proceed 
to sea, where he continued another month ; iind instead of 
going up the Delaware, and landing at Wilmington or New- 
castle in the DelaM-are, another month was lost ; 90 tfatit 
when the operations of the campaign, were cominenced».4t 
was almost time to think of going into winter quarters* in*- 
deed the event proved it ; for, with a series of successes^ -H 
was too late in the season to continue operations of any rd^ 

conse- 
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cotn€quence in the field; and there 'W2S nothing' he had 
more at heart, or more warmly urged and pressed on tJie com- 
mander in chief, than that of commencing hb operations as 
eanrly as possible. 

Infant, he could easily allow for accidents in' war ; the 
surprise- of the post at Trenton came within that description; 
the return from the White Plains might be' justified from 
the difficulty of carrying on military operations in an hostile 
and uninhabited country ; but as to the southern expedition, 
so far ir it related to the two delays alluded to, he confessed 
he did pot at the time understand it, nor did he to this mi- 
nute understand it. 

It must have been that circumstance alone the hopourable 
gentleman [Mr. Fox] dluded to, when he said he had with- 
dravm his confidence from the commander in chief; for it 
was the only one on which he had been silent. He took no 
notice, he expressed no approbation of the measure, because 
he neither, at the time, nor to the moment he was speaking, 
could even guess at the motives which had induced him to 
undertake the southern expedition in the manner now de» 
scribed: Nay, when asked where the General was, of wliat 
he was doing, he said, he knew no more of either than any 
person in the street. He hoped that the honourable general 
would not be surprised at the expression, when, by the papers 
on the table, it appeared that he had not received a single line 
firom him for two months and six days, frotn August the 
22d tiU Oftober the 28th. 

When the honoun^le General first proposed the expedition 
to the southward (8th of May 1777), it was true lie talked 
of landing in the Delaware ; but, by the last dispatch, he de- 
clared his intention of debarking in the Chcsapeak (16th of 
July), which he said he preferred to that of the Delaware.. 
He would therefore submit it to the candid judgment of the 
house, whether receiving a letter dated in the middle of July, 
of an intended operation which, within every common rule of 
probability, must have taken place at least in the first instance, 
within a very few days, he had not a right to be astonished at 
a silerice of two months. 

If the honourable gentleman [Mr. Fox], wanted to know 
why he had withdrawn what he called his confidence from the 
commander in chief, he informed the honourable gentleman, 
tha* that was the reason ; though he did not withdraw it in 
any other manner, than forbearing to applaud a measure 
which he coutd iiot approve, because he did not understand 

it. 
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It. He did not mean to prejudge the honourable commander. 
He made na doubt but he afted very properly ; but, in justi- . 
fication of himself, he thought that it was incumbent; upon . 
him^ to explain to the house and the public, .why he with-?, 
held his approbation (not his confidence), of a measure, whic]bL, 
till he heard it accounted for, he was utterly at a loss to re- 
concile. 

After dwelling upon this siibjeA for some time, his Lord- 
ship proceeded to speak to the question* He said, that he saw 
no good reason for proceeding farther in the present inquiry, f 
he approved of every other part of the honourable comman- 
der's conduft. He might have his reasons, and very good ones 
for a6ting in the manner he did. The house seemed to ;be 
satisfied ynth. his conduct throughout ; and he jchearfiilly ac-. 
quiesced in the opinion.. If it had not, he thought that thisi 
house was not the proper tribunal to inquire into and decide 
upon such matters. Thp other honourable general had accus- 
ed him ; he was ready to meet the charge, and defend himself. 
He did not accuse the honoprable genoral ; but, whenever he 
was in a proper situation to make a charge, and to submit his 
military condudl to any tribunal, he pledged himself that he 
would not shrink from an inquiry into his own conduct It 
was a duty due to that house and the nation^ to give every 
possible satisfadlion, in order to know to whom the loss of the 
northern army was imputable. It was a subjeft of the very 
first importance ; but the period was not arrived, nor would, 
till the honourable gentleman should be released from the obli- 
gations imposed upon him by the convention agreed to with 
the rebel general at Saratoga. 

Of course, as no charge had been made against the com- 
mander in chief and the noble Lord the vice-admiral ; and 
as the honourable general, who commanded the northern ex- 
pedition, was amenable to no judicature, parliamentary, ci- 
vil, or military, in this country, he should give his dissent 
against resuming the inquiry. 

Sir William Howe^ after referring to some letters on the 
table, in which he had acquainted the noble Lord in the begin- 
ning, that a greater force would be necessary to carry on ef- 
fective operations leading to any thing like a decisive cam- 
paign ; and, in the further progress, lamenting that it was so 
inadequate to what he had a right to expeft at an earlier pe- 
riod, being disappointed even in the inadequate reinforcements 
promised by the noble Lord ; he answered the fa£i: respedling 
the pretended invitation from the inhabitants of Philadelphia, 
which, he said, had been fabricated by himself in order to de- 
ceive 
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ceive the enemy. He forged the invitation, and sent a person 
with it, so as that the contents might fall into the hands of 
the rebels, in order to deceive General Washington, and alarm 
him for his own safety, on account of traitors within, and 
a powerful enemy from without. 

Lord Northf in reply to General Burgoyne, said, he never 
denied that an inquisitorial power was vested in the House of 
Commons ; he was fully persuaded of the contrary : what 
he contended for was, that such a power was never exercised 
upon any occasion, or in any reign, but when a jealousy arose 
in Parliament, that the executive power was remiss in its du- 
ty,' and suppressed inquiry, in order to screen great state cri- 
minals ; then, anci then only, it was, that Parliament interpos- 
ed between the executive power and the nation, in order to 
brJng persons so favoured or screened to public justice. 

No one had stated such a ground for the present inquiry \ 
till it was stated and proved, all arguments for the exercise 
of a power, not called for upon that account, was, in his opi- 
nion, contending direftly for the absolute exercise of a condi- 
tional right, not disputed nor denied in any instance, in which 
it was accompanied with that condition, that of a willingness 
and desire not to call favourite officers to account for their 
military conduA. 

Mr. Rigby now arose, and spoke first to the point of order. 
He said it was not only competent to a committee of the whole 
house to refuse to proceed upon an order of reference, but 
to the lowest committee up stairs, upon road, navigation, and' 
inclosing bills. Every day's experience prov'ed it ; for no- 
thing was more usual than for committees to be appointed to 
inquire into fadb stated in petitions, and to report, and those 
committees dissolving themselves, and never taking any notice 
of the matters so referred, and that even without stating 
a single reason. 

He then proceeded to answer General Burgoyne, on the 
subject of his complaints against the noble Lord at the head 
of the American department. He said that he was against 
any inquiry into the honourable general's conduo: in 
his absence ; but thinking that a fault must have happened 
somewhere, pledged himself, that whenever that gentleman 
returned to England, that he would probe the matter to the 
bottom, or endeavour to do it as far as lay in his power- -He 
was of the same opinion still ; but when he found that aU m- 
^tdry, so far as related to the honouraUeGeneral^ and of course 
tb every other person concerned in the disgraceful convoxtion 

of 
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of Saratoga, was suspended till the commandiar was released 
from his engagement to the rebel Coogress^ he saw at ome 
the utter impossibility of proceeding fiirthier in that busineiss^ 
a convention, in its nature, manner andL consequences, ttiom 
pernicious, dishonourable and destru^ve,. than this countrr 
ever before experienced. 

The honourable General had complained of the personal 
cruelty shewn him- in that house, and lamented the fate of 
the gallant army under his conmiand. 

As to the first, ^he could not see any cruelty whatever that 
bad been shewn hun. Had not he lost one of the best disci* 
plined and appointed armies that was ever sent from-thisx-Qun* 
try ? Had not he, by his rashness and imprudence, led them 
into insurmountable difEculties ? Had not he been the occa- 
sion of inflicting a greater punishment on the British soldiery, 
than any other which could have possibly befallen tjiem ? 
Had not he led them into the arms of ignomioipus captivity, 
by ordering them to pile up their arms in the/a^e of a des- 
picable enemy, an imdisciplined militia : a militia composed 
of the worst of all enemies, a rebel xnilitia, armed against their 
Sovereign and the constitutional rights of this country?. .'■! 

The honourable General pretended to lament th^:fkteof tliQ 
unhappy sharers of his misfortunes, of which he himself ha4 
been the cause ; but what proofs could he adduce^ unless mere 
words might pass for proofs, that his feelings were correspon-* 
dent to bis professions ? Had not he left diem to their fate, 
to the resentment and enmity of a perfidious and implacably 
enemy ? Why did not he, like a man and a soldier, share their 
misfortunes and their fate ? While they were confined, insultr 
ed, and sufi:ering under every species of indignity and morti- 
fication, ^vas not he enjoying himself in all the amusements 
and pleasures of the first metropolisonthe globe ? or, conscious 
of present impunity, was not he, day after day^ by fadlious ef- 
forts, and unfair and false misrepresentations, endeavouring 
to clog the wheels of government, and thereby attempting 
to throw that blame upon ministers which solely originated 
with himself ? 

He added, if the honourable General was permitted to he 
heard in his defence, before he was in a situation to be 
punished, it would amount to this ; that however criminal 
he might appear, no one step could be taken against him, 
unless at the pleasure of the rebel Congress, while minw 
sters would, if found incapable or neglectful, be liable to in-: 
S)tant censure. ... 

After 
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• "After having gone largely into these circumstances, he said, 
it'30ras with infinite rehiAancc he found himself obliged to 
drfFer from the noble I.ord in the bine ribbon, and the other 
VKftitt Lord at the head of the American department. He was 
ptwettt the other night when the question was carried against 
calling in Lord Cornwallis. He neither spoke nor voted, 
because no accusation had been made against the commander 
In chief: not but he thought the proceeding a very extraor- 
dinary one to move for a committee to order papers to be re- 
ferred to it 5 to order witnesses to attend; to apply to the other 
house for the attendance of one of its members to be exa- 
mined expressly to the subjeft matter of those papers, and 
yet afterwards refiise to hear him. 

He had nevertheless his doubts in what manner to conduct 
himself ; and for that reason went away without voting ; but 
now they had all vanished,as soon as he heard the noble Lord, 
the American Secretary, rise in his place, and make a speci- 
fic and direA accusation against the commander in chief, and 
avowing openly, that he had withdrawn his confidence, and 
withheld his approbation, on account of those specific charges, 
his operations to the southward ; the carrying them by Chc- 
sapeak, and his not corresponding with him for two months 
and six days. 

After such a charge, so made, in such an assembly, in the 
face of the nation, it would indeed be cruelty, and the last spe- 
cies of injustice, not to hear the honourable General in his de- 
fence 5 for which reason, he should vote that Lord Gomwallis 
bfe called ini in pursuance of the order made by the house, re- 
peated in the motion of the right honourable gentleman, to be 
examined to the subjeA^atter of those papers. 

General Burgoyne replied warmly to Mr. Rigby^s insinua^ 
tioiis of deserting his army in their captivity. He wia here 
for the purpose of vindicating their behaviour and his own 
honour, both which had been scandalously aspersed. To sec 
himself disgraced without a hearing, the most abominable 
ifi&lsehoods circulatied against him, denied a share ia the de- 
fence of his country, tho' no circumstance of his situation 
prevented him that honour"; these were the luxuries he en- 
joyed ; and if there was a man who thought them enviable, 
4^hb' thought that they did not give thorns to the pillow and 
bfttcrnws'to the cup,he had more philosophy or less sentiment 
l^ri had been allotted to himself. He* concluded with in- 
sHting, that the honourable geAtleman, after* such a speech, 
was bound in honour to continue his support to the inquiry. 

Lord 



«98 PARLIAMENTARY A. 177?. 

Lord N^A.rosCf he said) to defend his former apinicpci ; 
but the house would not hear himj . though he ro$c five or 
six times ; and his Lordship was at l^gth obliged to sit 
down. The debate principally lay between the foremen- 
^oned speakers; and the question being put upon Colo- 
nel Barre's motion^ it was carried almost unanimously with- 
out a division. 

May 4. 

Order of the day for committing a bill to prevent adultery. 

Earl Nugmt begaiji with observing the gallery was not 
.filled with ladies. The other day, when a question re- 
speAing the church was agitated, the members thereof 
flocked to hear it ; and when a debate of a military motion 
came before the house, the gallery was full of soldiers; 
he therefore was surprized ladies did not come to hear the 
..present question, as he thought their welfare of infinite more 
.^consequence than either the church or the army, or both 
r j)ut together. However, he did not think the bill would entire- 
ly prevent adultery ; for though that crime should be made 
c /capital, and punished with death, adultery, he maintained, 
would still be in fashion, and cart-loads of women would 
be brought to suffer martyrdom. This^ he roundly asserted, 
for he knew a woman's heart ; indeed, the nol^le Lord owned 
that he never did any thing now without first consulting 
them. 

Sir Adam Fergusson said, it was nothing new to prevent 

. the adulterer from marrying the adultress ; that it was a law 

.with the Romans, a law at this time almost throughout 

'Europe, and was of opinion that the bill ought to be 

committed. 

• Lord Beauchamp was against the bill. 

Mr. Fox was against it also ; because it prevented the 
adulterer from doing tlie adultress the only justice in his 
power, which was to marry her ; and he said that the mar- 
riage a<Sl had been the cause of so many divorces, there 
having been more since that time than before^ 

Lord Ongly was against the bill, but denied the marriage 
a£l to have been the cause of so many divorces. 

The French had contributed not a little to it, by the in- 
trodu<Slion of their petit maitres, fidlers and dancing-ma- 
sters, who had been allowed to teach our wives and misses 
to allmandi, and to twist and turn them about at their plea- 
sure. The noble Lord condemned that clause of the bill, 

which 
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"v^hich^oes t6 pretrcirt an adulterbils wife from mariTing 
lat all one twervcmonth after a divorce, as it could only 
dbfige her to live for a year in a state of fornication; and 
fie was farther of opinion with another noble Lord [Nugent], 
that the occasion of adultery was in the men, and not in 
the women; and that the former, if any, were the objeft of 
punishment. 

Lord Beauchamp opposed the principle of the bill. 

Mr.' Moysey supported the bill : he insisted this was not so 
much a question of speculation as of public justice ; that the 
bill had no farther objeft in view than was intended by every 
divorce bill that ever passed, if the legislature could have 
been asked their intentions, which was to disgrace the offend- 
ing party ; that such effedt having lately been defeated, it was 
become absolutely necessary to put divorces on a better foot- 
ing, or to stop them entirely. That it never could be, nor 
ought it to be, the intent of the legislature in passing a divorce 
bill to benefit the adulteress, and put her in a better sjituation 
than she -!vas in before such bill passed. That by marrying 
the adulterer, she did put herself in a better condition, and 
Sheltered herself from that disgrace in which the legislature 
found her ; for before such bill passes, she is a divorced woman 
for adultery, by sentence of the ecclesiastical court, deprived 6f 
alimony, and unable to marry at all ; but the divorfce bills, in 
the present mode of passing them, enable her to run into the 
^rmff of the adulterer, in defiance of the old law of tihis coun- 
'try, ^v^th her dower at her back; for she was always sure of a 
provision from the legislature, and frequently too great a ohie. 
He shewed the idea di permitting the innocent party alone to 
marry was not new, but founded in the old canon law, and 
had been adopted by our own a6b of parliament ; and he 
cited the canon law to shew that a woman was not formerly 
permitted to marry the adulterer, even after the death of her 
husband. He answered many of the objeftions that had been 
made to this bill, and in particular to that of the partiality df 
the law in punishing the woman and not the male offender; he 
said it had been the pradlice of all age*^, and almost all coun- 
tries, and that of confining the disgrace of incontinence so 
much to the woman, was founded in necessity; and not in- 
compatible with the true intent of the sex ; for all penal laws 
upon the men must ultimately depend for their efficacy upon 
the wortien. And as to the latter, if the reproach of Incon- 
tinence was confined to them, the palm of virtue and chastity 
was confined to them likewise. 

That 
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That the trial is not upon their strength, iand whilst they 
are protefted against force, they would be ready and willing on 
their parts to guard themselves against intrigue and seduction. 
That penalties upon the male offenders in such cases would 

. be an injury to every virtuous woman in the kingdom, and 
would detraft from her merit; neither would it be a bit 
more. desirable to the husband, who would wish to owe his 
security and happiness to his wife alone, not the forbearance 
of men, or penal restriftions put upon that sex- He con- 
cluded strongly in favour of the bill. 

The house /divided, for the bill 40,' against it 51. 

May 5. 
The house having dispatched a great deal of private bu- 
siness, was preparing to rise, when Lord George Garden rose, 

, and made a speech respedling the disposition of tlie people of 
Scotland, and described them as ripe for insurre^on and re- 
bellion ; affirmed that the inhabitants fit to bear arms, a few 
Roman Catholics excepted, were ready to resist the powers 
of government, and had invited him to ,be their leader or 
privy counsellor. 

He stated the religious constitution of Scotland as ren- 
dered sacred against any law the Parliament of Great Bri- 

: tain might enacl for its alteration. The preserving it free 
from any innovation whatever, unless the same was done 
by the joint consent of the provincial synods and the people 

. at large* in their elective and corporate capacities, would be 
an adlual breach of the fundamental conditions on which 
the union of the two kingdoms was entered into and con- 
firmed 5 and that, without such a previous consent of the 
people of Scotland, no power on earth was competent to 
interfere, or break into, or defeat, the conditions on which 
• only the Union was to take effedl:. 

This was the ground the people of Scotland took ; they 

. retailed certain rights and privileges, which they deemed 
inherent and unalienable; such, in particular,, was the reli- 
gious establishment and the municipal laws of that country, 

. secured by the treaty of Union. They were an indepen- 
dent nation when they entered into that treaty, s© was 
England ; they had their laws and their religious estatblish- 
ment, which they deemed sacred ; and he was certain that 

. Scotland would.never submit to the arbitrary or oppressive 
afts of a British Parliament. They would prefer death to 
slavery, and perish vnih arms in their hands^ or prevail in 
"the contest. 

His 
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His Lordship read two motions, but no person appearing 
to second them, the Speaker refused to read them ; conse- 
quently no question could be put upon them. 

First, " It appearing to this house that the people of 
Scotland being justly and constitutionally alarmed by the 
encouragement given, to popery by the King's recommen- 
dation to this h6use through the Lord North (as it may be 
seen in our votes of the 18th of March last) of a petition 
from the Popish Lords, Linto and the bishop of DauHs ; as 
also by the repeated assurances, both public and private, gi- 
ven to the papists in Scotland by his Majestv's officers and 
men in authority (which may be seen likewise in the two 
different editions of the memorial distributed to the mem- 
bers of this house by the Lord Bishop of Daftlis, just before 
the said petition was presented,) that whatever was granted 
last year to the English Catholics should this present session 
of Parliament be extended to Scotland ; this house resolves, 
in order to quiet those just alarms, that the said popish pe- 
tition be thrown over the table." 

Second, " Tliat ^11 further proceedings on the said pe- 
tition be postponed to this day three months." 

The order of the day was read for the house to resolve 
itself into a committee of supply. 

In this committee Lord North moved, that the house 
tax of last year should cease after the first of July next, and 
in lieu thereof a tax be laid of sixpence in the pound on 
all houses let for five pounds a year and under twenty; 
ninepence on houses from twenty pounds to forty •, and one 
shilling on all houses above forty. The resolutions were 
agreed to 5 and the house being resumed, they were reported, 
and immediately agreed to. . 



Vol. XI. Dd INDEX 



THE^ 



INDEX 



ELEVENTH VOLUME. 



ACCOUNT of extraordinary 
ferviccs of the army incurred 
and paid in 1778 and 1779, ^"^ "®^ 
provided for py Parliament 182 

Adam, Mr. joins in the debate on 
Mr. Fox's motion on the ftate of 
the navy 81 

Admiralty, debates on the motion to 
enquire into the power of that 
board 143 

Adultery bill, debates thereon 390 

Almanack bill, debates on the motion 
for leave to bring it in 263 

' debates on the firft reading of 

that bill 351 

Army extraordinaries, debates there- 
on 179 

— that bufinefs farther debated 257 

Aftley, Sir Edward, fupports the mo- 
tion for an inquiry into the condu£t 
of ihe American war ^70 

Attorney General. See Wcdder- 
burne. 

B 

Bagot, Sir William, joins in the de- 
bate on the Proicltant Diffenters* 
bill 101 

■ moves to put off the bill for 

four months 172 

Bailey, Mr. complains greatly of the 
addutional tax upon fu^ars 22 



Barr6, Col. accufes Lord Mulgrave 
of treating Admiral Keppel with 
coolnefs 4 

— ;- fupports Mr. Dunning's mo- 
tion, relative to the power of the 
admiralty-board . 168 

— fpeaks in fupport of the motion 
for an inquiry into the army ex- 
traordinaries 180 

— ^ charges the minlflry with aim- 
ing at taking the life of Admiral 
Keppel 254 

recalls the rum contrafl to the 

attention of the Houfe 256 

— ' — makes fo'me obfervations on the 
propofed army extraordinaries 2^8 

in the courfe of the debate for 

the removal of Lord Sandwich, 
pafTes the higheft encomiums on 
Admiral Keppel 30a 

dcfires the general order for th^ 

attendance of Lord Cornwallis to 
be read 369 

repeats that motion Q72, ^75 

Beauchamp, Lord, gives hi& opinioQ 

concerning the court-manial oill li 
■ fpeaks in favour of the pe- 

tition from the Roman Catholics 
of Scotland 177 

Beauchamp, Lord, oppofes the aduU 
. tery bill 398 

Budget, debates at the opening of^ 4 
Bunbury, Sir Charles, propofes aa 
amcfidiDent in the court-noartial bill 



Dd 2 



10 

Burgoyne 



INDEX. 



Burgoync, Gen. joins in thtf debate 
on the incpiry into the condufl of 
the American war - 359 

■ replies to Earl Nugent and 

Lord North 386 

• ; ■ ' replies warmly to Mr. 

Rigby's infinuations of deferting 
his army in their captivity 397 

Burke, Mr. enters into the debate on 
the budget 4 

' makes further obfervation* 

on that bufincfs 10 

*' joins in the debate on the 

new taxes 17 

-— replies to Lord North in the 

fame debate 21 

■ fupports Mr. Fox's motion 

on the ftate of the navv 06 

— joins in the deoate on Mr, 

. Dunning*s motion, relative to the 
power of the admiralty-board 1.59 

• prefents a petition from the 

Roman Caiholics of Scotland 172 

•"— ■ makes a motion for referring 

the iKtition to a rommittee 170 

•— ; — fpcaks in fupport of the trade 

' of Ireland 178 

— — attacks Mr. Vyner on his op- 

. pofition to Mr. Fox*s motion re- 
lative to Lord Howe ^^3 

" joins in the debate on the 

army extraordinaries 261 

— ; — enters into the debate on the 

motion for an inquiry into the con- 
dud of the American war 371 

Byng, Mr. adverts to the hard fate of 
his uncle 11 

•^-^ joins in the dt,b>te on the mo- 
tion relative to fending out Admi- 
ral Keppel too we»k 36 

■' enters into thfj debate on Mr.* 

Fox*s motion on ihc flaie of the 
navy ^-^ 



Cavendifli, Lord John, concludes the 

debate on the motion 'for the re- 

^ moval of Lord Sandwich 307 

Clerkc, Sir P. J. his remarks on the 
army extraordinaries 179 

makes a motion relative there- 
to ib. 

— fpeaks to Mr. Hartley's motion, 

relative to the army extraordinaries 

2^6 



Contrafiors bill read a fccond time 64 
- that buunefs farther de- 

bated 127 

Conway, Gen. joins in the debate on 
Mr. Dunning's motion, relative to 
the power of the admiralty-board 

■ wifhes for a full inquiry into 

the diftreffes of Ireland 1 78 

— joins in the debate on Mr. 

Fox's motion, relative to Lord 
Howe 254 

accufes admintftration of at- 



tempting defpotic power over the 
Houfe ... 37* 

Cooper, Sir Grey, joins in the de- 
bate on Mr. Fox*s motion, relative 
to the ftrength of Admiral Kep- 
pePs fleet 54 

.. fpeaks to the motion for call- 

, ing in Earl G>rnwallis 383 

Cor&tt, Mr. fectetary of the admi- 
ralty, his letter to Capt. Crook- 
{hanks .148 

Cornwall, Mr. fupports Lord North 
in the debate on the new ta^es ai 

Comwallis, Earl, debates on the mo- 
lion for calling that nobleman to 
the bar 354 

Court-martial bill, debates tftercon 10 

Crookftianks, Capt. copy of bis let- 
ter to Mr. Corbett, fecretary of the 
admiralty 143 



Dawfon, George, Efq. examined at 
the bar, relative to the cafe of Lord 
Pigot 268 

Debates on Mr. Fox's motion for the 
papers concerning the fleet 1 

on the budget 4 

on the court-martial bill 10 

— — — on the new taxes 1 s 

on Mr. Fox's motion on 

fending out Admiral Keppel with 
too fmall a force 2J 

■ on Sir George Savile's fiift 

motion to augment the ialaries of 
the judges 63 

-— on Mr. Fox's motion on the 

ftdte of the navy 64 

. on Sir Ilenry Houghton's 

motion for a hill for the relief of 
Proteftant Dillenters 100 

■■ on 01 tiding a committee to 

coiilidcr 



INDEX. 



confider on importing fugars into 
Irekud 106 

Debates pn Sir Jofcph Mawbcys mo- 
tion bn Lord George Gcrmaine*s 
fitting in Parliament 107 

■ on the comraaors bill i87 

■ _ ■ ' on the report of the refolu- 
ti<5ns of the committee of fupply 

130 

" on Mr. Dunning*! motion 

on the power and uCage of the 

board of admiralty to grant and 

refulc courts-martial 143 

— " on Mr. Luttrell's motion on 

the decay of the navy 160 

■ on bringing in the Diffen- 
ters*bill 171 

-■ ■ ■ on the petition from the Ro- 
man Catholics of Scotland 172 

—7; — on the importation of fugars 
iirto Ireland 178 

' on the army extraordinaries 

■ on Mr. Fox's motion on not 
reinforcing Lord Howe in Ame- 
rica, and aot fending a fleet to the 
Mediterranean .229 

■ on moving an inftruftion to 
the committee, not to provide for 
one of the articles in the army ex- 
tjaordinaries ^ 255 

- on bringing in the Almanack 

bill 263 

■' on Admiral Pigot's motions 

refpe£ling the cafe of his brother. 
Lord Pigot 266 

■ on Mr. Fox*s motion to re- 
move Lord Sandwich 27^ 

'■■ in the committee on the Dil- 

fenters' bill 308 

■I' on the reading of the Alma- 

. nackbill , 3^1 

• on the report of the commit- 
tee on the Diflenters* bill 353 

■ on the firft motion to exa- 
mine Lord Cornwallis 354 

■ on Lord Nugeni*s motion 
for the Cbaiiman to >ye the chair 

■ ' " I on the bill for increafing the 
falarie§ of )he juc|^cs 373 

^ ' Barry's motion fo 



Col. 



^or 
375 



calling ID Lord Cornwallis 
■ ■ on the adultery bill 398 

De Grey, Mr. fpeaki to Sir Jofeph 
Mawbey's motion relative to lx)rd 
George Germaine'f right to fit in 
thebooiii^ *is5 



Dempfler, Mr. is warm in the de* 
bate on the motion relative to Ad- 
miral Keppel's fleet ', 2>7 

— ; (peaks 10 the motion for 

increafing the falaries of the judges 
64 

— -^ — 7 ol)jc£ls to the motion for 
bringing in the Almaiiack bill 2/15. 

— moves for putting off* the 

'Almanack bill for three months ' - 



fpeaks 



to the motion for 



inquiry into the conduft of the 
American war ^ ' 368 

Dering, Sir Edward, joins in the de- 
bate on the motion on fending out . 
Admiral Keppel with too fmall a 
force 43 

Dlffenters. Protestant. See Protcl- 
tant Diflenters 

Dundas, Mr. (lord advocate of Scot- . 

• land) opf>ofes Mr. Dunning^s mo- 
tion relative to the powtr of the . 
admiralty-board ^ ^ 164 

^ declines bringing in the bill 
in favour of the Stotch Catholics 

" oppofcs Mr. Fox's motion 

relative to Lord Howe ' $35 

— ; — makes a fpeech on the mo- 
tion for an inquiry into the ^con-* 
duft of the American war 369 

Dunning, Mr. moves for the papers 
relating to Capt. Cruikfhanks 64. 

" ' makes a motion on the 

power and ufage of the board of 
admiralty to grant and refufe courts- 
martial 149 

■ fupports the Diflenters* bill 



353 
• feconds the motion for call- 
ing in Earl Cornwallis 377 



Eden, Mr. Joins in the debate! on the 

report of the army extraordinaries 

' 261 

Ellis, Mr. Welbore, fpeaks of the 
advantages an abl'olute monarchy 
had over a limited one in times 
of war 331 



FergulTon, Sir Adam, joins in the 

jdebate on the motion lor a bill for 

D d 3 the 



I N E X 



; the relief of Proteftant Difletxten 
107 

Fergulfon, Sir Adam, difapproves of 
Mr. Hartley's motion relative to 
the army extraordinaries • 250 

■ fpeaks in fupport of the 

aduhery bill 398 

Fox, Mr. moves for the papers con- 
cerning the Breft fleet i 

— — riles to expofe the futility of 
JLord North's arguments in the 
debate on the budget 9 

—makes a motion on fending out 
Admiral Kcppel with too fmall a 
force a^ 

• puts fome queftions to Admiral 

Keppel 34 

■' contend*, that his motion con- 
tained no matter of crimipal ac- 
cufation , ib. 

, makes a motion on the ftate of 
the navy 64 

— rifes in defence of the bill for 
the exclufion of contra(5fcors 130 

' — — fupports Mr. Dunning's mo- 
tion relative to the power of the 
admiral ty-board 167 

*— fpeaks in favour of the petition 
from the ft.oman Catholics m Scot- 
land 177 

— — fupports the motion for an in- 
quiry into the army extraordinaries 
181 

— «^ makes a motion on Lord Howe's 
not being properly fupported in 
America 227 

— oppofes the bringing up the re- 
port on tlie army extraordinaries 

— makes a motion to remove Lord 
Sandwich 274 

■■ replies to Lord Mulgrave, who 
oppofes the removal of Lord Sand- 
wich 285 

— ■ enters the debate on the motion 
for a 1 inquiry into the condudl of 
the American war 364 

dii'approves of every thitig urged 

by Lord North in the courle of the 
above debate 372 

— — enters into the debate on the 
motion for calling in Earl Corn- 
wallis 384 

oppofes the adultery bill 

398 
Franklaiid, Sir Thomas, fpeaks in fup- 
port of the bill for the exclufion of 
contradors ' 129 



Germaine, Lord George, fpeaks in 
defence of his right to maintain his 
feat in Parliament 125 

■ ■ » I joinfi in die debate on Mr. 
Fox's motion relative to Lord 
Howe's not being properly rein- 
forced in America ^ 253 
rifes in defence of his own 



alTertions in the debdte on the army 
extraordinaries 259 

- joins in the debate on the 



motion for inquiring into the con- 
duct of the American war 362 
denies having ever accufed 



Gen. Howe cither in or out of the 
Houfe 391 

Goodricke, Sir, fpeaks in fupport of 
the motion for a bill in favour of 
Proteftant DifTenters 108 

■ expatiates on the neceflity 

and found policy of freedom in re- 
ligion ZS$ 
Gordon, Lord George, oppofes the 
petition of the Roman Catholic* 
in Scotland r77 
' makes a fpeech refpcAing 
the difpofition of the people of 
Scotland 400 
Grenville, Mr. enters into the de- 
bate on Mr. Fox's motion on the 
ftate of the navy 91 
Graves. Mr. joins in the debate on 
the court-martial bill 1 1 
Gregory. Mr. enters into the debate 
on Fail-India affairs 271 
Grenville, Mr. James, joins in the de- 
bate on Mr. Fox's motion to re- 
move Lord Sandwich 293 
■ oppofes the motion to in- 
creafe the falary of the judge* 
374 



H 

Harley, ^'-^^rpeaks In defence of the 
coiitrai9:<^ J 258 

Hartley, Mr. David, joins in the' de- 
bate on the budget 5 

■■I fpeaks in the debate on the 

new loans ' 133 

— moves an inftruftion to the 
committee, not to provide for one 
of the articles in the army extra- 
ordinaries 255 

Houghton, Sir Henry, moves for a 



INDEX. 



bill for the relief of Proteftant 
Diflenters lOO 

Howe, LiOrd, fupports Mr. Fox's mo- 
tion on fending out Admiral Kep- 
pel with too fmall a force 50 

— enters into the debate on M5. 

Fox's motion on the ftate of the 
navy 76 

•-^: replies to Lord North's ob- 

fervatior^s in the above debate 98 

■ joins in the debate on Mr. 
Dunning't motion relative to tlie 
power of the admiralty-board 154 

— — — replies to admiral Pigot in 
the courfe of the above debate 166 

— — — fpeaks to Mr. Fox's motion, 
relative to his Lordihip not being 
properly reinforced in America 

— — — replies to Gov. Johnfton in 
the courfe of the above debate 251 

— — joins in the debate on Mr. 
Fox's motion to remove Lord 
Sandwich 294 

■ rifcs to fupport his own and 
his brother's charader 367 

Howe, Sir William, moves that his 

correfpondence with the fecretary 

of date be taken into conlideration 

263 

— — moves for Earl Comwallis to 
be called to the bar 354 

replies to Mr. Onflow in 

the courfe of the above debate 

370 

accuies the miniftry of not 

properly fupporting hkn in the 
American war 394 

Huffey, Mr. makes fome objedious 
to die refolutlons of the conmiittce 
of fupply 13a 



J 

Jackfon, Mr. fpeaks- in the debate on 
the new loans 132 

— — fupports Lord North's mo- 
tion for bringing in the Almanack 
bill 265 

Jenkinfon, Mr. moves for the tx- 
traordinaries of the army 25 7 

Johiiftone, Gov. fpeaks in the de- 
bate^ on Mr. Fox.*8 motion, rela- 
tive to Lord Howe's not being 
properly reinforced in America 237 

-»■' replies to Lord Howe in 

the courfe of the -above debate 253 



Johnftone, Gov, joins is the debate on 
the army extraordiiiaiics %6o 

I in tlie courfe of the de- 

bate for the removal of Lcnrd 
Sandwich, enters into a long jufti- 
fication of his former fpcech 290 

Ireland, debates on the importation 
of fugars from the Weft-Indies into 
that kingdom 178 

. Judges, debates on the motion to aog- 
ment their falaries 63 

debates in the further pro- 
ceedings on that bulinefs 37J 



Keppel, Admiral, difclaims havi]i|r 
any fliare in the motion of Mr. 
Fox for the Breft papers 3 

— — conliders hioifclf as treated 
coolly by Lord Mulgrave 4 

— exprcffes his embarafled fitn* 

ation on Mr. Fox's motion on fend- 
irg him out with too imzhji ^jtcc 

— defends himfelf agai!.ft the at- 
tacks of Lord Mulgrave 41 

. — replies to Lord North, as fer 

as his fpeech related to the Ad- 
miral's condm9: 47 

cngajres in the debate on Mr. 

Fox's motion on the ftate of the 
navy 78 

— replies to Lord North's re- 
marks in the above debute 98 

■ — fpeaks to 3Mr. Fox's motion 

for the removal of Lord Sandwich 

286 

replies to Lord North in the 

courfe of the above debate 099 

Kir.gi fends a meffage to the Houfe, 
to pay the arniy in Irelapd by Great 
Britain ' 177 



Lift of the divifion on Mr. Fox'p mo- 
tion on Admiral Kepnel being fcnt 
out witl^ too fmall a force . 5a 

of thofe, befides the above who 

voted for Mr. Fox's motion on. the 
fta^e of the navy 99 

— ^ — of members prefent loo 

Lord Advocate of Scotland. See Dun- 
das, Mr. 

Ltwihex, Sir James, Ijpeaks to the 
motion 



INDEX. 



teotion for increafing the falarics of 
the judges ' 63 

Lsttrell) Hon. J. joins in the debate 
on the motion refpctSting the de- 
cay of the navy 170 

■ fpeaks in fnpport of the 
Mil for the excluhon of contradors 

129 
Lnttrelly Hon. Tempk, joins in the 

debate on Mr. Fox*s motion on the 

'ftate of the navy 85 

— ^- fecoqds Sir Jofeph Maw- 

4>ey*s motion refpedling Lord Geo. 

Germaine fitting in the Houfe 120 

■ ' makes a motion on the de- 
. cay of the navy 169 



M 

Mann, Sir Horace, joins in the de- 
bate on Mr. Fox's motion on the 
■ ftate of the navy 8» 

Mawbey, Sir Jofeph, makes a motion 
refpeding JLord George Germaine 
fitting in Parliament 109 

Meredith, Sir William, joins in the 
debate on the motion relative to 
/ending out Admiral Keppel too 
weajc 27 

"•^ fpeaks to the propofed im- 
portation of fu^ars into Ireland 178 

r joins in the debate on the 

motion for an inquiry into the 
conduiil: of the American v/ar 371 

Montagu, Mr. fecoiid.s tht bill for the 
relief of Prcteftant Diflenters loi 

■ replies to tjir William Ba- 
got*s arguments in the above de- 

■ bate loa 
i-^ makes a motion for bring- 
ing in the Diflenters' bill 171 

— fupports the motion fox* 

jiringing in the A'manack bill 266 
joins in the debate on an 



inquiry into the American war 359 

Moyfey, Mr oppofes the motion for 
brin^^ing in the Diflenters' bill 171 

— — fpeaJcs in fupport of the adul- 
tery bill 3(;9 

MuIgravL-, Lord, dcrirs having fhewn 
ar;y cooliitJs to Admiral Kcppcl 3 

•«— make': alunj; defence againfl: 

tlic attacks of Mr. Fox 39 

— enters into the debate on 

'}Ar. Fc x's motion on the Hate of 
the navy 74 

oppofes Mr. Dunning's mo- 



tion relative to the power of the 
admiralty-board 151 

Mulgravc, Lord, objeds to Mr. Lot- 
trell's motion relative to the decay 
of the navy 169 

• -. — replies to Mr. Foot oh his 

motion relative to Lord Howc'g 
not being properly reinforced 231 

■ oppofes Mr. Fox's motion 

to remove Lord Sandwich %Z% 



N 

Navy, debates on Mr. Luttrell's mo- 
tion on the decay of ' x6o 
Newdigate, Sir Roger, fpeaks in fa- 
vour of the motion to mcrease the 
ialaries of the judges 64 
' oppofes the motion for a 
bill for the relief of Proteftant Dif- 
fenters 106 
feconds Sir William Bagot's 



motion to poftpone that matter lyx 

Newhaven, Lord, takes a curfory- 

view of the trade of Ireland xo8 

— moves for the importation 

of fugars from the Weft-Indies into 
Ireland 109 

North, Lord, oppofes Mr. Fox's mo- 
tion for papers concerning the Breft 
fleet a 

fpeaks to Mr. Burke in the 

debate on the budget 5 

— —— urges the neceflity of receiv- 
ing the report from the committee 
offupply 1% 

■ ■ fpeaks in fupport of the new 

taxes ib. 

replies to Mr. Burke in the 

courfe of the debate on the new 
taxes 20 

dreflcs up Lord Mulgrave*8 

fpeech in differelit words 44 

makes no objedlion to the 

motion for increafing the falaries 
of the judges 63 

— oppofes Mr. Fox's motion on 

the fl:ate of the navy 93 

fupports Lord George Ger- 



maine's right of fitting in the houfe 
126 

moves to put off the con- 

travflors' bill. for four months 

.130 

objecl" to the motion made 

by Mr. Dunning relative to the 

power of the admiralty-board 167 

North, 
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North, Lord, fpeaks to the petition of 
the Roman Catholics in Scotland 
177 

— — « prefents a meflagc from his 
Majcfty to the Houfc ib. 

— — moves for that meflage to be 
referred to a committee of fupply 
178 

V I ■ oppofes the motion for an ac- 
count of the army extraordinarics 
179 

attacks Mr. Fox on his mo- 
tion relative to l.ord Howe 1131 

— — oppofes Mr. Hartley's motion 
on the army extraordinarics 2S5 

■ '.. rifes to defend himfelf , rela- 
* tive to the rum contrad ^ 257 

■ moves ^or leave to bring in 
the Almanack bill 263 

— oppofes Mr. Fox*8 motion to 
remove Lord Sandwich 299 

■ replies to Admiral Keppel in 
the courfe of the above debate 300 

— — urges the propriety of the Ox- 
ford petition againu the Diflenters* 
bill 308 

■ fpeaks to the motion for -an 
inquiry into the American war 357 

— — joins in the debate on the 

motion to call in Lord Comwallis 

378 

I replies to General Burgoyne 

in the courfe of the above debate 

395 

— makes a motion to repeal the 
old houfe tax and introduce a new 
one 401 

Norton, Sir Fletcher, gives his opi- 
nion in a matter warmly contelled 
in the Houfe 37 

Nueent, Earl, exprefles his diilike «f 
the Houfe going into the American 
inquiiT J55 

■ — joins in the debate on the 
motion to call in Earl Cornwallis 

383 

■ oppoies the adultery bill 398 



Ongley, Lord, oppofes the adultery 

biU 398 

Onflow, Mr. oppofes the bill for the 
exdufion of contradlors " 128 
> ■ replies to Mr. Fox in the de- 
bate on the motion for an inquiry 



into the condu^ of the American 
war ^70 

Ord, Mr. brings up the report ffon» 
the committee of fupply 1% 

— — — reads the refolutions of the com- 
mittee of fupply 130 

Oxford, the univerfity of, prefcuts a 

petition againft the DiUenters* bill 

30X 



Petition of the dealers in tea in Loiw 
don, &c. prefented to the Houfe 
and read 60 

from feveral of his Majefty'f 

. Roman Catholics of North Britain 

Pigot, Admiral, joins in the debate 
on Mr. Dunning*s motion relative 
to the power of the admiralty-board 

makes a motion refpedting the 

cafe of his brother, Lord Pigot 266 

— makes another motion lefpe&r 
ing Eaft-India affairs l/t 

Pownal, Gov. fpeaks tp Lord New- 
haven's motion, refpedling th^ 
trade of Ireland 109 

Proteftant Diffenters, debates on the 
motion for a bill for their relief 100 

debates on the firft read- 
ing of that bill 171 

— : debates in the committee 

on that bufmefs 352 

Pulteney, Mr. joins in the debates on 
the new taxes . i6 

— fpeaks to the motion relsv 

tive to the exclufion of Lord George 
Germaine from the Houfe 126 

Purling, Mr. speaks to the matter in 
debate relative to Lord Pigot 273 



Rice, Mr. fpeaks in favour of the mo»- 
tion to increafe the falaries of the 
judges 63 

Rigby, Mr, joins in the debate on Mf. 
Luttreirs motion relative to the" 
decay of the navy 1 70 

■ oppofes Sir Jofeph Mawbey*s 

motion relative to the exclufion of 

Lord George Germaine 127 

' — ,-— anfwcrs General Burgoyne, 

on 



INDEX. 



on the fntjeft of his complaints 
againft adminiftr?tion 395 

Roman Catholics of Scotland, debates 
on their petition . I7» 

Roo», Mr. supports I^ord North's 
motion to bring in the Almanack 
LUl 266 

- — fpcaks in the debate on the 
IWenters* bill 354 



Sandwich, Earl of, debates on Mr. 
Fox's motion to remove that noble- 
man from ofHce 274 

Sayile, Sir George, makes his firft 
motion to increale the salaries of 
the judges 63 

^ — joins in the debates on the 
motion for an inquiry into the con- 
dudl of the American war 271 

- " gives his rcafons wliy he 

thinks the judges* salaries fhould be 
increafed 373 

Bawbridge, Mr. speiiks in support of 
the importation of lugars into Iie- 
land 1 78 

Solicitor-General. See Wallace, Mr. 

Stanlc7, Mr. Hans, oppolcs Mr. Dun- 
ning's motion relative u> the }ha. er 
of the admiralty board 155 

■■ replies to Mr. Townfiund in 

the courfe of the abvive debate 
156 

St. John, Hon. Mr. palTes an eu o- 
gium on the public and private vir- 
tues of i^ord North 168 

Stratton, Mr. joins in the debate on 
the motion relative to Lord Pigot 
268 

■■ fpeaks farther on that bufi- 

Defs 272 

Sugars, debate on the motion to itn- 
port them into Ireland 106 

■ that bufinefs farther debated 

178 

Supply, debates on the report of the 
rdblutions of the committee of 130 

Sutton, Sir Richard, joins in the de- 
bate on the new taxes, as propoftd 
by Lord North 21 



Taxes, debates on the new ones pro- 
pofed 12 



Tea-dealers in London, &c. their pei 
tition prefented to 'the Houfe and 
read 60 

Townshend. Mr. T. fupports Miv 
Fox*s motion for papers cooceruing 
the Breft fleet % 

• is fevere on Lord North for 

uling the word Jide 35 

' fupports Mr. Dunning*^ 

motion relative to the power of Ac 
admiralty-board 155 

— joins in the debate on the 

report of the army extraordinaries 
263 

■ fpeaks in fupport of the 

motion for bringing in the Al- 
manack bill 26 f 

' cenfures the condu<5l of 

Lord North in the dtbate on the 
motion for an inquiry into the coOf 
du(^ of the American war 369 

— — difapproves of the bill for 
increafing the falary of the judges 
374 

— replies to Lord North in 

the debate on the motion to call in 
Earl Gomwallis 381 

Turner, Mr. oppofes I^ord North*s 
motion for leave to bring in the 
Almanack bill 264 



Vyner. Mr. oppofes Mr. Fox's motion 
relative to Lord Howe's not being 
properly fupportcd %i$ 



W 

Wallace, Mr. oppofes Mr. Dunning*s 
motion relative to the power of the 
admiralty-board i6a 

Wake, Sir William, fpeaks in fup- 
port of the bill for the exclufion of 
contracSlors 129 

Walfingham, Hon. Capt. joins in the 
debate on the removal of the Earl 
of Sandwich 306 

Wedderburne, Mr. speaks in the de- 
bate on Mr. Fox*s motion rela^ve 
to Admiral Keppel's fleet 37 

■ fpeaks to the motion for 

increafing the fialarics of the judges 

... ^3 

' joins in the debate on Mr. 



Dunning's motion relative to the 
power of the admiralty-board 156 
Wcddcr- 
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Wedderburne, Mn'^ppc^es Mr^ Lut- 
treli's motion nistive to tlie decay 
of the navy 170 

Wilkes, Mr. joint in the debate on a 
moticm for a biH for the relief of 
ProteftantDifoters ^03 

■ « calls on the Lord Advocate 

for his promifed bill in favour of 
the Scotch Catholics * 141 

■ fpeaks in fupport of the Dif- 
fentcrs*bill - 309 

Wombwell, Sir George, oppofes the 
contradors* bill 129 

■ oppofes Admiral PigotV 
motion relative to his brother,Lord 
Pigot 269 

Vfomcjy Sir Richard, joins in the de- 
bate on Mr. Fox's motion on the 
ftate of the navy 91 

Wray, Sir Cecil, wiihes for a full 



inquiry into the diilrefics d Ire^ 
land 178 



Yonge, Sir George, fpeaks to Lord 
Newhaven*8 motion refpeding the 
trade of Ireland ^ Z09 

oppofes tlie importation m 

fugars into Ireland 178^ 

. fpeaks CO Sir Jofeph Maw- 

bey's motion, relative to Lord 
George Germaine's right of fitting 
in the Houfe z46 

— — — joins in the debate on the 
motion for calling in Lord Com- 
wallis 373 

• fpeaks againft the bill for in- 

creaiing the ialarics of the judges 
374 



End op the E^^bybnth Volumb. 
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